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THE 

COBLER’S  LETTER 

TO  THE 

AUTHOR  of  THELYPHTHORA. 

London,  May  5,  1781. 
Rev.  and  Dear  SIR, 

WH  Y  are  you  fo  much  difpleafed  ?  I 
am  fure  there  is  no  intentional  un- 
kindnefs  towards  you,  no  delign- 
ed  afiperity  of  exprejjion  or  perfional  reflection 
which  might  either  hurt  you  in  your  own  mind , 
or  injure  your  character  in  the  fight  of  the 
world ,  throughout  my  late  publication 
in  titled  tc  The  Bieffings  of  Polygamy.’7  So 
far  from  it,  whilft  you  are  complaining  of 
my  having  treated  you  with  too  little  re- 
fpeft,  I  have  been  greatly  blamed  for  hav- 
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ing  treated  you  with  too  much .  I  fland 
convicted  however  by  your  reproof  for 
having  addrefled  you  by  name  ;  there  cer¬ 
tainly  would  have  been  more  delicacy  in 
not  having  done  fo,  as  you  had  not  pub¬ 
licly  declared  yourfelf  to  be  the  author  of 
5 fhelyphthora ;  and  when  my  book  was 
about  half  printed  off,  I  was  aware  that 
you  would  blame  me  on  that  account. 
But  as  you  always  and  upon  every  occa- 
fion  acknowledged  the  produftion  to  be 
your’s,and  had,  in  feveral  publications  pre¬ 
vious  to  mine,  been  addrefled  as  the  writer 
of  it,  without  once  difowning  it,  I  really 
thought  that  any  attempt  on  my  part  to 
fcreen  my  friend  from  public  view,  would 
have  appeared  almoft  as  ridiculous  as  the 
command  of  Sir  John  Falftaff  to  his  page 
to  ftand  clofe  by  him  that  he  might  efcape 
the  eyes  of  the  chief  Jufiice .  I  am  fure 
you  will  give  me  full  credit  when  I  allure 
you  that  1  moft  finccrely  wifh,  firfty  that 
you  were  not  the  author  of  fhelyphthora , 
fecondly ,  that  nobody  knew  that  you  were 
the  author  :  And  if  you  believe  thefe  two 
declarations,  you  can  never  think  that  I 
took  a  pleafure  in  making  you  pafs  for 
that  author  againft  your  own  inclinations. 

Another 
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Another  reafon  occurred  to  me  for  ad~ 
dreffing  you  by  name.  I  was  happy  to 
let  all  the  world  know  the  regard  and 
friendfhip  I  had  for  you  3  and  this  could 
not  be  done,  at  lead:  not  fo  effe&ually,  if 
I  had  confidered  you  as  anonymous. 

Again,  After  what  you  yourfelf  have 
fkid  of  Thhelyphthora ,  as  being  one  of  the 
mod:  important  and  inter efiing  publications 
that  have  appeared fince  the  Reformation ,  and 
judged  to  be  fo  by  many  eminently  learned 
and  pious  men  [A],  and  calculated  both  to 
entertain  and  edify  the  reader,  I  mud:  ne- 
ceffarily  fuppofe  that  though  a  modeft  dif¬ 
fidence  forbad  you  to  affix  your  name  to  it 
yourfelf,  yet  that  you -would  rather  efteem 
it  a  compliment  than  an  injury  to  an¬ 
nounce  to  the  world  the  author  of  fuch  a 
performance. 

Thefe  are  the  chief  of  my  reafons  for 
having  addreffed  you  by  name  3  and  I 
hope  you  will  admit  them  as  good  ones. 

[A]  I  know  not  whd  the  author  particularly 
means  by  thefe  eminently,  learned  and  pious  men  :  but  it 
is  very  certain  that  fome  who  both  for  learning  and 
piety  are  exceeded  by  few,  do  at  this  time,  form  a 
very  different  idea  of  Thelyphtfyora ,  than  what  they 
did  on  the'firft  haffy  perufal  of  it ;  and  would  be  fut- 
cereiy  grieved  to  have  their  names  made  ufe  of  as 
abettors  of  it, 
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If  you.  will  I  Hi  all  be  happy  3  but  whether 
you  will  or  not,  I  afk  your  pardon  for 
having  done  it. 

u 

♦ 

The  next  complaint  you  make  again  ft  me, 
is,  for  not  having  fubmitted  my  manufcript 
to  your  perufal  before  it  went  to  the  prefs. 

But  what  reafon  could  you  have  to  ex¬ 
pect  this,  after  the  friendly  letter  of  re¬ 
in  on  Irr  a  nee  which  I  wrote  you  fo  many 
months  before  ?  Had  I  not  at  leaft  as 
much  caufe  to  expe£t  you  would  have 
(hewn  me  your  manufcript  as  any  other 
perfon  who  had  the  revifal  of  it  ?  But  you 
judged  that  I  fhould  have  difeouraged  the 
publication  of  it  3  and  you  judged  right. 
The  very  fame  conclufion  therefore  that  I 
fuppofe  prevented  you  from  letting  me  fee 
your  Treatife  on  female  ruin  (as  well  as  your 
letter  to  Richard  Hill ,  Efq.  at  the  end  of 
your  third  volume)  prevented  me  from 
afking  your  opinion  on  my  late  piece,  viz. 
I  took  it  for  granted  that  you  would  as 
heartily  difapprove  my  Anfwer,  as  I  fhould 
have  difapproved  your  Treatife  5  and  that 
you  would  have  been  for  taking  out  fo 
much  of  my  own  matter,  and  for  putting 
in  fo  many  infertions  of  your  own,  which 

I  in 


Author  of  Dhelyphthora .  7 

I  in  my  turn,  fliould  have  been  for  taking 
out  afterwards,  that  between  us  both  we 
fliould  have  brought  the  poor  Blejfings  of 
Polygamy ,  into  the  fituation  of  JEfop’s 
man,  who  had  two  wives  (ray  friend 
will  excufe  the  comparifon)  the  one  of 
.whom  plucked  out  all  his  black  hairs,  the 
other  all  his  grey  ones. 

A  third  complaint  my  friend  has  againft 
me,  is,  that  1  treat  the  doftrine  of  Po¬ 
lygamy  with  facetious  raillery ,  and  invent 
cafes  to  make  it  appear  ridiculous ,  and  that 
I  fhock  him  with  the  peremptorinefs  of  my 
determinations . 

On  which  fide  the  moft  pere?nptory  deter¬ 
minations  are  to  be  found  let  all  readers 
judge,  I  will  be  filent. 

As  to  the  ridicule  and  facetious  raillery  you 
talk  of,  I  cannot  but  think  them  very  al¬ 
lowable,  if  they  prove  the  means  of  ex» 
pofing  a  practice  which  in  its  confequences 
mu  ft  be  as  pernicious  to  the  welfare  of  fo- 
ciety,  as  deftructive  to  the  peace  of  private 
families.  I  have  often  heard  my  friend  fpeak 
in  the  higheft  terms  of  Mr.  Vincent  Al- 
fof  s  book  intitled,  Antifozzo ,  which  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  confifts  of  the 
moft  acute  raillery  againft  Doctor  Sherlock 

Oil 
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on  account  of  fome  expreffions  in  a  piece 
published  by  the  intitled,  if  I  remem¬ 

ber  right,  ic  The  knowledge  of  Chrift.” 

If  indeed  I  had  made  any  of  God's 
difpenfations  the  fubjefts  of  raillery,  I  fhould 
think  my  friend  did  me  no  unkindnefs 
at  all  in  ranking  me  (indirectly  at  leaft) 
with  Lord  Bolingbroke  or  Voltaire .  But  I 
deny  that  Polygamy  ever  was  of  God’s 
injlitution ,  or  any  part  of  his  difpenfa - 
tions.— — But,  if  it  were  not  for  a  lit¬ 
tle  facetious  raillery ,  and  a  few  pleafant 
ftories,  what  muft  have  been  the  fate  of 
cThelyphthora?  If,  notwithftanding  all  the 
variety  of  entertaining  matter  with  which 
that  tfreatife  abounds,  any  perfon  could 
be  fo  ftupid  as  to  yawn  and  nod  at  the  read¬ 
ing  it,  as  the  whole  court  of  Charles  the 
Second  did  at  the  hearing  Doblor  South's 
fermons ;  [B]  I  fay,  what  muft  it  have 
been  if  the  author  had  not  by  mixing 

[B]  Old  South  a  witty  churchman  reckon’d. 
Was  preaching  once  to  Charles  the  fecond. 

But  far  too  ferious  for  a  court 
Which  of  all  preaching  made  a  fport. 

The  good  and  zealous  man  of  God, 

Obferv’d  his  audience  yawn  and  nody 
And  finding  nothing  wou’d  avail, 

Call’d  to  the  trail  of  tjaaclc}  dale^ 

4,6  My  Lord,  why  ’tis  a  monftrous  thing, 

You  fnore  fo  loud,  you’ll  wake  the  king.’1 
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the  utile  dulci  delivered  it  from  the  tirefome 
drynefs  which  ufually  attends  Treatife-writing? 
Befides,  where  fhall  we  find  a  more  lively 
fally  of  wit  and  facetious  raillery  than  the 
author  of  Thelyphthora  has  entertained  us 
with  in  comparing  Mr .  Hill  to  a  cobler, 
becaufe  Mr .  Hill  owns  he  does  not  under- 
ftand  Hebrew  ?  You  remember  the  old 
proverb,  fays  he,  Ne  Sutor ,  &c.  Yes,  my 
friend,  I  remember  it  well.  And  I  think 
you  will  not  foon  forget  it.  The  whole 
proverb  runs  thus.  Ne  Sutor  ultra  crepi- 
dam .  In  Englifh,  {C  Cobler  keep  to  thy  Lafl 
Or  more  literally  <c  Let  not  the  Cobler  go  be¬ 
yond  his  Lafl ”  But  when  applied  to  the 
purpofe  of  the  author  of  Thelyphthora ,  (I 
will  put  on  the  cap  becaufe  it  fits  me) 
<c  Let  not  Mr.  Hill  pretend  to  be  a  critic 
or  philologift,  at  lead:  not  a  Hebrew  critic, 
whilfl  he  remains  totally  unacquainted 
with  that  language.”  Why  truly  if  Mr. 
Hill  had  had  the  advantage  of  a  fkilful  He- 
braen  friend  at  his  elbow,  or  who  lived  at 
a  few  yards  diftance  from  him,  and  if  he 
had  been  willing  to  have  availed  himfelf  of 
fach  advantage,  he  might  not  have  made 
that  contemptible  diminutive  figure  in  the 
eyes  of  a  learned  Coloffus  he  now  does.  But 

to 
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to  own  the  truth,  Mr.  Hill  (feigned  as  the 
fen/e  of  the  deficiency  of  his  own  abilities  may 
be)  chafe  rather  to  pafs  foi*  a  Cobler  as  he  is, 
than  to  exalt  hirnfelf  on  (tilts  not  his  own,  or 
to  ftrut  about  like  TEfofis  daw  in  borrowed 
plumes,  or  Mfofis  afs  in  the  lion’s  fkin. 

1  remember  well  laft  winter  when  Ad¬ 
miral  Keppel  was  fpeaking  in  the  houfe  of 
Commons,  he  fa  id  he  would  not  from 
thenceforth  call  Sir  Hugh  Pallifer  by  his 
own  name,  but  by  the  name  of  the  Gover¬ 
nor  of  Greenwich  Hofpital ,  which  he  accord¬ 
ingly  did  in  every  other  fpeech  he  made 
during  the  different  times  the  bithnefs  re¬ 
lative  to  the  Portfmouth  Court  Martial,  or 
anything  elfe  which  concerned  the  Navy  was 
debated.— So,— Si  parva  lice  at  componere 
magnis ,  every  time  I  have  occafion  to  in¬ 
troduce  my  own  infignificant  name,  inftead 
of  Richard  Hill,  I  fliall  call  myfelf  the  Cob¬ 
ler.  And  if  we  confider  into  what  great 
and  refpeftable  company  I  fliall  introduce 
myfelf  by  the  appellation,  perhaps  there 
may  be  more  pride  than  humility  in  my  af¬ 
firming  it.  Nay,  I  know  not  whether  it 
may  not  be  at  leaft  as  honorable  as  being 
filled  Governor  op  Greenwich  Hofpital.  For 

Firfi % 
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Fir  ft.  We  have  had,  (far  be  it  from  me 
to  fay  we  now  have)  coblers  at  the  helm 
of  Government,  even  at  the  head  of  all 
our  public  affairs.  Thefe  I  would  ftile 
State  Coblers .  Such  perfons  fet  themfelves 
to  patch  and  mend,  and  mend  and  patch 
again,  till  they  cannot  make  both  ends  meet 
at  the  Laft .  By  which  means  they  buffer 
the  whole  nation  to  go  barefoot  5  and  after 
having  cobbled  and  cobbled,  till  they  have 
cobbled  away  all  the  leather,  Yis  well  if 
they  don’t  fome  time  or  other  bring  Eng- 
lifhmen  to  wear  wooden  Jhoes .  Thefe  cob¬ 
lers  are  happy  when  they  can  get  the 
length  of  any  royal  foot,  and  often  try  to 
meafure  the  feet  of  the  members  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons. 

N.  B.  This  clafs  of  coblers  make  much 
ufe  of  the  hammer  and  pincers  in  their 
work  ;  and  though  they  lacker  it  well  when 
it  is  finifhed,  yet  it  will  feldom  bear  the 
day-light.  Befides  the  blacking  they  ufe 
is  apt  to  come  off,  and  fadly  fullies  the 
fingers. 

Secondly .  We  have  very  exalted  Cob- 
lers  in  Divinity,  There  are  plenty  of 

thefe 
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thefe  in  our  large  Collegiate  cities,  who 
(like  their  brethren  of  the  black  apron,) 
carry  on  their  trade  in  Stalls ,  though  they 
prefer  cobling  on  a  Bench  when  it  is  in 
their  power.  And  whilft  they  are  in  their 
Stalls,  you  may  fome times  hear  them  jing- 
ing  amain,  thereby  fhewing  that  they  are 
either  well  pleafed  with  their  work  or  their 
wages.  However,  thefe  coblers  in  gene¬ 
ral,  (for  the  picture  I  give  of  the  molt  is 
by  no  means  intended  as  a  reprefentation 
of  all,  but  very  far  from  it)  do  very  little 
bufinefs  in  their  profeffion,  fcarcely  mend¬ 
ing  a  foie  from  one  year’s  end  to  another  ; 
and  what  little  they  do  attempt,  is  with 
that  fort  of  leather  which  is  againft  the 
grain,  or  as  I  believe  fhoemakers  call  it 
black  of  the  grain.  And  multitudes  among 
them  if  they  do  but  cobble  a  little  now 
and  then  on  a  Sunday,  think  this  fufficient 
reafon  for  being  idle  all  the  reft  of  the 
week. 

I  might  fhew  in  feveral  more  inftances 
(but  let  thefe  fuffice)  that  there  are  many 
great  men  who  are  coblers  in  all  profef- 
lions,  and  that  therefore  there  is  noihame 
at  all  in  my  being  dubbed  a  cobler  in  criti - 
tifm  by  the  learned  author  of  Thelyphtbora . 

—From 
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• — From  henceforth  therefore  I  am— “  the 
Cobler”— But  to  the  point, 

L 

You  objedt  that  the  cobler  charges  you 
with  recommending  an  indifcriminate  and 
unlimited  pra&ice  of  Polygamy,  and  want¬ 
ing  a  law  to  eftablifh  it :  and  then  you 
bring  quotations  from  Thelyphthora  to  prove 
that  I  have  either  mifunderftood  or  mifre- 
prefented  your  meaning.  Yet  in  thefe  very 
quotations  you  affirm  Polygamy  in  gene¬ 
ral  to  be  both  lawful  and  innocent  in  itfelf  \ 
in  many  cafes  expedient ,  in  fome  duty,  and 
only  finful  by  abufe  or  excefs .  However, 
let  me  tranfcribe  your  own  words. 

“  That  Polygamy  is  lawful  in  itfelf,  and 
cc  in  many  cafes  expedient,  in  fome  duty, 
cc  none  can  deny  who  will  yield  to  the  tef- 
<c  timony  of  the  fcriptures,  and  plain  mat- 
<c  ter  of  faft.  But  where  it  is  entered 
cc  upon  with  no  other  view  than  to  pam- 
cc  per  the  appetite,  and  to  indulge  a  love 
<€  of  variety,  it  degenerates  into  evil,  and 
feems  to  be  to  marriage,  what  gluttony, 
<c  drunkennefs  and  excefs  of  apparel  are  to 
<c  food  and  raiment— a  finful,  becaufe  a 
tc  forbidden  abufe  of  lawful  and  neceffary 
<c  things 


And 
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And  would  my  friend  attempt  to  prove 
from  hence  that  he  is  not  a  maintainer 
and  recommender  of  indif criminate  and  un¬ 
limited  Polygamy  ?  What !  when  he  com¬ 
pares  it  to  our  very  meat,  and  drink,  and 
cloathing,  without  which  no  man  whatever 
can  exift  ?  I  readily  allow  that  you  are 
fpeaking  again  ft  the  abufe  or  excefs  of  thefe 
things,  and  not  againft  'the  lawful  ufe  of 
them,  therefore  the  drift  of  your  argu¬ 
ment  muft  be  to  prove  that  though  a  mo¬ 
derate  ufe  of  meat,  drink,  and  apparel  be  ex¬ 
pedient  and  neceffary  for  all  men,  but  glut¬ 
tony,  drunkennefs,  and  pride  of  drefs  are 
abominable  and  fmful,  fo  a  moderate  ufe 
of  Polygamy  is  denied  to  none ,  and  only  be¬ 
comes  fmful  when  indulged  to  excefs  (and 
who  is  to  define  what  is  meant  by  an  excefs 
of  Polygamy )  and  in  order  to  pamper  the  li¬ 
bidinous  appetite.— Giving  your  reafoning 
it’s  full  fcope,  this  is  what  it  muft  amount 
to;  and  the  very  fame  thing  maybe  faid 
even  of  the  ufe  of  the  marriage  bed  itfelf. 
And  indeed  in  the  above  quotation,  as  you 
do  in  every  other  part  of  your  performance, 
(particularly  in  a  note  in  your  third  vo¬ 
lume,  p.  94.  which  I  have  only  juft  dipped 
into,  though  I  intend,  if  God  fpare  my  life 

to 
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to  labor  through  it)  you  put  marriage  and 
Polygamy  intirely  upon  the  fame  foot¬ 
ing  fC] .  ’Tis  in  vain  my  friend  offers  his 
qualifying  paffages  whilft  thefe  are  his 
avowed  fentiments,  and  whilft  in  fo  many 
other  parts  of  his  book  he  gives  as  general 
an  indulgence  for  the  praftice  of  Polyga¬ 
my  as  the  pope  himfelf  does  for  whore¬ 
dom,  by  licenfmg  the  public  ftews  at 
Rome .  Had  you  purfued  any  regular  plan 
in  your  ‘freatife ,  and  not  run  from  one 
thing  to  another  in  the  loofe  unconnefted 
manner  you  have  done,  it  would  have  been 
more  eafy  to  have  followed  you  through¬ 
out;  but  this  is  certain,  that  whatever  title 
your  different  chapters  may  bear,  Polyga¬ 
my,  Polygamy,  Polygamy  is  the  great  point 
in  view. — Polygamy,  Polygamy,  Polygamy 
the  conftant  burden  of  the  fong. 

However,  let  the  cobler  now  put  a 
plain  queftion  or  two,  by  which,  if  you 

[C]  The  note  rims  as  follows.— The  authority  on 
<c  which  this  practice  ( Polygamy )  being  the  fame  on 
<c  which  marriage  itfelf  is  prohibited,  in  fo  many  in- 
ic  fiances  unknown  to  the  fcriptures ,  muff,  to  be  fure, 
c<  be  truly  refpedtable  !” 

The  author  of  Thelyphthora  allows  nobody  to  fpeak 
in  a  way  of  fneer  and  iarcafm  but  himfelf. 


will 
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will  anfwer  explicitly,  your  fentiments  may 
perhaps  be  better  underftood. 

i  ft.  Is  it  lawful  in  the  fight  of  God  for 
any  man  who  has  a  wife  (and  I  will  add, 
children  by  that  wife)  to  make  his  propo- 
fals  and  to  take  another  in  her  life-time  ?— 
Would  he  commit  fin  in  fo  doing  ? 

2dly.  As  you  ftate  perverfenefs  of  tem¬ 
per  in  the  woman  to  be  a  ground  for  Po¬ 
lygamy,  I  fhould  be  glad  to  know  who  is 
to  be  the  judge  of  this  perverfenefs  of  tem¬ 
per  ?  Who  is  to  determine  whether  it  may 
not  be  wholly  owing  to  the  tyrannical  be¬ 
havior  or  want  of  affedlion  in  the  hufband? 
Upon  this  vague  notion,  every  man  might 
become  a  Polygamift  where  he  and  his  wife 
had  no  right  to  demand  the  flitch  of  bacon . 
The  idea  that  a  man  and  his  wife  are  cou¬ 
pled  not  only  for  better  for  worfe ,  but  for 
life  alfo,  caufes  much  mutual  forbearance, 
and  prevents  many  a  conjugal  difpute  :  but 
whilft  the  hufband  can  think  himfelf  at  li¬ 
berty  to  take  a  fecond  or  a  third,  whenever 
Madam  is  not  quite  fo  pleafant  as  fhe  might 
be,  would  not  this  be  the  means  of  crea¬ 
ting  quarrels  without  number,  and  threat- 
enings  without  end  efpecially  when  the 
huiband  happened  to  caft  his  eye  on  any 

particular 
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particular  objeft  of  delight,  whom  he 
wifhed  to  have  the  enjoyment  of?  In  fuch 
cafe,  might  he  not  fay,  cc  Well,  I  have  no- 
<c  thing  to  do,  but  to  go  home  and  teaze 
<c  my  wife  and  put  her  out  of  humor,  and 
cc  then  that  dear  creature  may  be  my  own/' 
Vain  indeed  would  be  the  author  of  "The-* 
lyphthoras  fpecious  qualifying  fentences  to 
reftrain  fuch  a  man  from  his  purpofe; 
efpecially  whilfl  the  fame  author  tells  him 
with  the  fame  breath,  that  Polygamy  is  a 
link  in  the  chain  of  God's  difpenfations7  and 
is  in  itfelf  both  lawful  and  innocent * 

As  to  the  cafes  of  Lunacy ,  or  of  abfolute 
Barrennefs  on  the  fide  of  the  woman,  I 
would  rather  be  fiient  on  thefe  points  than 
difcufs  them :  only,  I  would  briefly  ob- 
ferve,  that  if  the  purport  of  your  book  had 
been  to  prove  that  under  fuch  circum- 
ftances  divorce  ought  to  be  obtained  from 
our  courts  of  law,  and  the  man  have  leave 
to  marry  again,  I  fnould  not  have  difturbed 
you  in  the  quiet  polleflion  of  your  opi¬ 
nion  ,  though  if  we  had  talked  the  matter 
over  in  private,  I  Ihould  have  obferved  that 
a  thing  of  that  fort  ought  to  be  entered 
upon  with  great  deliberation  y  fmce  the 
woman  who  might  at  one  time  be  difor- 

R  dered 
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dered  in  her  fenfes,  might  not  perhaps  al¬ 
ways  continue  fo ;  and  feeing  that  children 
and  the  fruit  of  the  womb  were  pronounced 
by  the  mouth  of  infpiration  to  b z  a  gift  and 
heritage  that  cometh  of  the  Lord,  therefore  fhe 
who  atone  time  might  be  accounted  a  barren 
woman,  might  afterwards  (even  many  years 
afterwards)  keep  houfe  and  be  a  joyful  mother 
of  children .  And  fhould  this  be  the  cafe,  the 
higheft  in  j  ury  would  be  done  to  the  firft  wife, 
by  putting  her  away  and  taking  another.  I 
might  alfo  have  added  that  as  no  trials  can 
befal  a  good  man  without  the  over-ruling 
hand  of  God’s  providence,  he  fhould  endea¬ 
vor  to  exercife  a  fpirit  of  faith,  patience,  re- 
fignation  and  prayer,  whilft  he  is  under 
them  5  and  that  though  we  are  permitted  to 
ufe  means  to  extricate  ourfelves  out  of  them, 
yet  we  muft  fee  to  it  that  they  are  lawful 
means,  and  fuch  as  are  warranted  by  God’s 
holy  will  and  word. 


II. 

The  cobler  is  cenfured  for  faying  that 
the  author  of  Lhelyphthora  explodes  all  ex¬ 
ternal  marriage  ceremony  as  fuperfitiom 
prief  craft. 


My 
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My  reafons  for  this  fuppofition  ar@ 
grounded  upon  the  author  s  whole  chapter 
of  marriage,  the  fubftance  and  purport  of 
which  mu  ft  be  well  remembered  by  thofe 
who  have  read  his  Treatife ,  and  from  which 
it  is  clear,  that  though  he  acknowledges 
the  expediency  of  an  outward  recognition 
of  marriage  for  the  purpofes  of  fociety,  yet 
he  lays  it  down  as  a  certain  pofition  that 
neither  contract:  nor  external  ceremony  are 
at  all  neceffary  (in  a  religious  view)  before 
the  parties  come  together,  and  that  the 
fingle  act  of  bodily  union  is  the  only  true 
fcriptura]  marriage. 


The  cobier  is  told  by  the  author  of  The- 
lyphthora ,  that  cc  he  meets  with  no  fuch 
cafes  as  that  of  Lady  A~  and  Sir  Tho* 
<£  mas  A—  5  nor  as  that  of  the  humble 
i£  petition  of  Mary ,  the  wife  of  John  WiT 
“  Hams— nor  of  women  of  the  St.  Giles's 
ce  breed,  crying  murders  about  the  ftreets, 
t£  as  the  confequences  of  the  JewiJh  fyf~ 
“  tern." 

This  is  no  reafon  at  all  why  they  would 
not  be  very  frequent  in  England  if  Polyga¬ 
my  were  eftabJithed  among  us.  But  1  am 

B  2  far 
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far  from  believing  that  Polygamy  was  ever 
much  in  praftice  among  the  Jews,  and 
even  where  it  was  praftifed,  I  doubt  not 
but  the  mifchiefs  attending  it  were  in 
many  cafes  very  evident.  One  thing  how¬ 
ever  is  certain,  which  is,  that  the  cobler 
has  given  the  author  oiThelyphthoraz pinch¬ 
ing  fhoe  by  the  introduction  of  the  cafes  be¬ 
fore-mentioned,  and  therefore  he  affects  to 
treat  them  with  contempt.  However,  in 
your  next  piece,  (for  I  underftand  we  are 
to  have  more  lajl  words  of  the  author  of 
i Thelyphthora ,)  I  defire  you  will  give  me  the 
fatisfaCtion  of  knowing  your  fentiments  on 
thofe  cafes,  particularly  on  that  of  king 
Charles  the  fecond  and  Nell  Gwyn,  the  du- 
chefs  of  Portfmouth ,  or  indeed  any  other  of 
his  miftrefles  3  for  upon  your  plan,  I  fee  no 
more  harm  of  his  keeping  a  dozen  than 
one,  provided  he  were  the  firft  man  who 
became  one  jlejh  with  them ,  and  provided  he 
perfifted  in  taking  them  to  his  bed  one  af¬ 
ter  another  as  long  as  he  lived.  But  more 
particularly  ftill,  I  beg  you  will  inform  the 
cobler  and  the  public  what  you  do  fay,  or 
can  fay,  in  the  cafe  propofed  in  the  Blejf- 
ings  of  Polyga??iy  of  a  fingle  woman  filiating 
her  child  before  you  on  a  married  man.  As 
1  a  juftice 
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a  juftice  of  the  peace,  you  are  obliged  to 
put  the  law  in  force  againft  him. — As  a 
clergyman,  you  muff  tell  him  that  he  took 
his  own  wife  in  order  to  cleave  to  her 
alone ,  forfaking  all  others . — But  as  the  au¬ 
thor  of  fhelyphthora ,  I  am  quite  at  a  lofs  to 
know  how  you  would  addrefs  the  parties ; 
efpecially  if  the  man  informed  you  that  his 
own  wife  were  barren  or  ill-tempered . 

I  hope  alfo  you  will  not  forget  to  tell  us 
your  authority  for  faying  that  Luther  and 
the  other  Proteftant  divines  unanimoufy  de¬ 
clared  in  the  cafe  of  the  Landgrave  of  HeJJe , 
that  it  was  not  contrary  to  the  law  of  God  for 
a  man  to  take  another  wife  his  firft  being 
alive  [DJ. 

IV. 

The  author  of  fhelyphthora  fays  a  man 
might  malicioufy  wound  either  of  thefe  (a 

[D]  How  the  author  of  Thelyphthora  can  poftibly 
think  of  prefting  the  Reformers,  whether  at  home  or 
abroad,  into  his  fervice,  is  to  me  moft  inconceiv¬ 
able,  efpecially  after  the  quotation  I  brought  from 
Luther  againft  the  Polygamy  of  the  Anabaptifts ;  and 
when  Beza  wrote  an  exp  refs  treatife  againft  Polyga¬ 
my,  which  is  noticed  by  Calvin  with  the  higheft  ap¬ 
probation.  As  to  the  fentiments  of  our  Englijh  Re¬ 
formers,  they  may  be  pretty  well  known  by  the  mar¬ 
riage  fervice,  and  the  homily  againft  adultery. 

b3 
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wife  or  a  virgin)  and  not  be  liable  to  death* 
as  he  would  be  in  the  cafe  of  malicioufly 
wounding  cattle. 

Here  the  cobling  country  juftice,  muft  a- 
gain  take  the  liberty  of  reminding  his  friend 
learned  in  the  law ,  that  he  is  under  a  very 
great  miftake  in  this  affertion,  for  by  the  act 
commonly  called  the  Coventry  adl  (made  on 
account  of  the  maiming  Sir  John  Coventry , 
in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  fecond)  malici- 
oujly  maiming  or  wounding  any  fubject  is 
made  death. 

The  cafes  of  a  rape  and  of  a  man  having 
intercourfe  with  a  woman  by  her  own  free 
confent,  or  even  feducing  [D]  her,  are  very 
different.  In  the  former,  the  oath  of  the 
woman  alone  may  fafely  be  taken,  as  £he 
can  have  no  intereft  in  fwearing  againft  the 
man  ;  in  the  latter,  a  door  would  neceffa- 
rily  be  opened  to  a  thoufand  frauds  and 
impofitions.  Therefore,  though  I  agree 
with  you  intirely,  that  every  unmarried 
man  who  feduces  or  debauches  a  virgin 
ought  to  make  her  his  wife ;  yet  I  alfo  fay, 

that 

[jD]  tjutry. Upon  the  principles  of  Thelyphtbora, whe¬ 
ther  fuch  a  thing  as  fedudtion  (anymore  than  fornica¬ 
tion)  can  or  ever  did  exiif,  fince  the  firft  intercourfe  of 
■$ian  with  a  woman  is  by  him  deemed  a  marriage  ? 
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that  compulfion  upon  every  accufation  of 
that  fort,  by  the  woman’s  teftimony  only, 
(and  no  other  can  hardly  ever  be  had) 
would  be  attended  with  very  dreadful  con- 
fequences.  However,  where  fuch  a  law 
could  be  inforced,  it  ought  to  be  inforced. 
And  if  this  were  all  you  had  endeavored  to 
prove,  your  defign  would  certainly  have 
met  with  general  approbation  3  though  in- 
ftead  of  three  heavy  volumes,  you  might 
have  comprized  the  whole  of  what  you  had 
to  fay  within  the  compafs  of  three  pages, 
and  thereby  have  faved  yourfelf  much  time 
and  trouble,  have  faved  your  readers  the 
fum  of  fifteen  (hillings  each,  and  have  faved 
the  cobler  and  the  monthly  and  critical 
reviewers  a  very  tirefome  piece  of  employ¬ 
ment. 


V. 

You  afk  me  how  far  from  <c  implying 
tc  approbation  it  is  where  an  attion  is  per- 
<c  mittedV ’ — I  anfwer,  it  is  often  very  far. 
Will  my  friend  fay,  that  becaufe  God  per¬ 
mitted  David's  adultery  and  murder,  he 
therefore  approved  of  them  ?  Take  heed 
left  by  lofmg  fight  of  this  material  diftinc- 
tion,  you  make  God  the  author  of  all  fin. 

Befides, 
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Befides,  give  this  fentiment  its  full  fcope, 
that  God’s  permijjion  and  his  approbation 
cannot  be  feparated,  and  it  will  go  near  to 
make  the  moft  abominable  wickednefs  the 
fure  road  to  heaven. 

VI. 

lam  prefled  with  the  authority  of  Wet* 
Jlein,  Bifhop  Burnet  and  others,  Dodtor 
Doddridge  himfelf  bringing  up  the  rear. 

Now  what  ftiould  you  think  of  the  cob- 
ler,  if  he  were  to  treat  them  all  with  the 
moil:  fqpercilious  difdain,  and  were  to  fay, 
“  What  are  all  human  authorities  to  me, 
<f  if  they  fpeak  not  agreeable  to  the  divine 
<c  law  and  teftimony  ?  I  no  more  mind 
€t  them,  than  I  mind  the  wifdom  of  Plato, 
u  Arijlotle,  CicerOy  &c.  among  the  antientsy 
<c  or  0/  Sir  Ifaac  Newton,  Mr.  Lock,  Bifhop 
€e  War  hurt  on ,  or  the  old  woman  that  fells  ap- 
<c  pies  at  the  corner  of  the  Jlreet  among  the  mo 
*e  derns[ E].”  Suppofe  again  I  were  to  prefs 
you  with  the  authority  of  your  favorite 
Wetftein ,  in  order  to  degrade  the  divinity  of 
the  Son  of  God  [FJ.  Would  you  call  that 

authority 

m  Lhel.  vol.  ii.  conclufion. 

[FJ  This  laborious  commentator  (who  was  a Swifs, 
and  was  obliged  to  leave  his  own  country  on  account 

of 
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authority  conclufive  ?  I  am  perfuaded  you 
would  not  compliment  this  learned  man 
at  the  expence  of  denying  the  Lord  that 
bought  you .  Suppofe  I  were  to  produce  the 
exprefs  teftimony  of  a  thoufand  learned 
and  pious  authors  and  commentators  againft 
Polygamy  ?  What  would  be  your  reply  ? 
j They  have  followed  one  another  like  fljeep .»— • 
They  [peak  not  agreeable  to  the  divine  law 
They  fet  Mofes  and  Chrijl  at  variance.' — -But 
if  only  a  fingle  word  or  fentence  can  be  ga¬ 
thered  from  any  of  them  that  at  all  favors  our 
author's  fyftemj  then  no  praifes  can  be  too 
lavifh  on  their  excellent  judgment,  prodi¬ 
gious  piety,  or  profound  learning.  O 
Thelyphthora ,  Thelyphthora ,  thou  mother 
of  inconfiftency,  where  fhall  I  find  thee  ? 

^uo  teneam  vultus  mutantem  Protea  nodo  ? 

But  it  is  no  ftrange  thing  to  hear  men 
exclaim  loudly  againft  human  authority,, 
while  they  are  affuming  to  themfelves  an 

of  his  Arian  principles,)  has  given  us  the  various 
readings  of  the  New  Telfament;  but  among  them  all, 
the  word  for  a>Mv  is  not  to  be  found  ;  there¬ 

fore  this  change  of  the  word  is  intirely  on  his  own 
judgment ;  but  as  it  happens  to  coincide  with  the  plan 
of  our  author,  he  adopts  it  with  as  much  authority  as 
if  it  were  really  part  of  the  facred  text. 

authority 
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authority  little  lefs  than  divine,  and  at  the 
fame  time  that  they  are  profeffing  to  hold 
the  opinions  and  decifions  of  all  other  men 
in  the  utmoft  contempt,  are  expe&ing  that 
all  other  men  (hould  pay  the  moil  implicit 
obedience  to  their  own. 

It  is  alfo  a  practice  more  common  than 
decent,  for  an  author  to  talk  of  the  ab- 
furdity  of  the  pope's  pretenfions  to  infalli¬ 
bility,  and  at  the  very  inftant  that  he  is  doing 
fo,  to  be  putting  on  the  triple  crown,  and 
thrufting  his  own  ipfe  dixit  into  the  papal, 
chair.  Hence  it  is  that  the  mo  ft  peremp¬ 
tory  dictators  are  ufually  thofe  who  fpeak 
moft  againft  dictating:  and  whilft  they  will 
fuffer  no  human  authority,  however  refpec- 
table,  to  be  quoted  againft  them,  where  it 
does  not  coincide  with  their  own  fenti- 
ments,  will  yet  catch  at  every  thread  of 
teftimony  they  can  lay  hold  on  when  it 
makes  at  all  for  their  fide  the  queftion.— 
How  is  it  poffible  to  argue  on  fair  ground 
with  fuch  unfair  players  at  bo-peep  ?  — 
Produce  a  cloud  of  commentators  •>  they 
are  all  defpifed  as  human  authority :  pro¬ 
duce  none,  and  you  are  defpifed  yourfelf 
for  not  producing  them. 


With 
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With  regard  however  to  Bifhop  Burnety 
I  think  I  can  give  a  tolerable  good  reafon 
for  his  writing  his  little  tradf  concerning 
Polygamy,  though  what  he  did  was  cer¬ 
tainly  a  great  blot  in  his  charadter,  if  it 
were  only  on  account  of  his  duplicity. 

When  the  friends  of  the  Proteftant  in- 
tereft  faw  that  Charles  the  fecond  was  not 
likely  to  have  any  iffue  by  the  infanta  of 
Portugal ,  to  whom  he  was  married,  and 
that  therefore  the  crown  was  likely  to  de- 
fcend  to  a  popifii  fucceffor,  they  began  to 
put  every  engine  at  work  that  the  King 
might  have  an  heir,  as  Burnet  himfelf 
tells  us  in  the  hiftory  of  his  own  time , 
vol.  i.  p.  261.  fol  edit .  from  whence  I 
tranfcribe  verbatim  what  follows  : 

/  cc  When  the  party  faw  they  could  make 
u  nothing  of  the  bufinefs  of  the  Duke  of 

Monmouth,  they  tried  next  by  what 
£C  methods  they  could  get  rid  of  the 
C£  Queen ;  that  fo  the  King  might  marry 
{C  another  wife  :  For  the  King  had  chil- 
<c  dren  by  fo  many  different  creatures,  that 
£C  they  hoped  for  iffue,  if  he  had  a  wife 
*c  capable  of  any.  Some  thought,  the 
tc  Queen  and  he  were  not  legally  married: 
?c  But  the  avowing  a  marriage,  and  the 

£C  living 


28  j The  Coblers  Letter  to  the 

“  living  many  years  in  that  ftate,  did  cer- 
<c  tainly  fupply  any  defeft  in  point  of 
<c  form.  Others  pretended,  fhe  was  bar- 
<c  ren  from  a  natural  caufe,  and  that 
<c  feemed  equivalent  to  impotence  in  men. 
cc  But  the  King  often  faid,  he  was  fure  fhe 
tc  had  once  mifcarried.  This  though  not 
<c  overthrown  by  fuch  an  evidence,  could 
<c  never  be  proved,  unleis  the  having  no 
<c  children  was  to  be  concluded  a  barren- 
<c  nefs  :  And  the  diflolving  a  marriage  on 
<c  fuch  an  account  could  neither  be  jufti- 
<c  fied  in  law  nor  confcience.  Other  fto- 
€C  ries  were  given  out  of  the  Queen's  per- 
€C  fon,  which  were  falfe:  For  I  faw  in  a 
<c  letter  under  the  King's  own  hand  that 
<c  the  marriage  was  confummated.  Others 
<c  talked  of  Polygamy  :  And  officious  per- 
*c  fons  were  ready  to  thruft  themfelves  into 
ec  any  thing  that  could  contribute  to  their 
<c  advancement.  Lord  Lauderdale  and 
<c  Sir  Robert  Murray  aiked  my  opinion  of 
thefe  things.  I  faid,  I  knew  fpeculative 
<c  people  could  fay  a  great  deal  in  the  way 
4C  of  argument  for  Polygamy ,  and  divorce  : 
u  Yet  thefe  things  were  fo  decried,  that, 
<c  they  were  rejected  by  all  Chriftian  fo - 
^  cietiesP 


How 
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How  few  men,  even  good  men  are  there 
who  can  totally  withftand  corrupt  influ¬ 
ence  and  court  favor  !  How  eafy  is  it  to 
find  arguments  when  we  have  a  fecret  in- 
tereft  in  wifhing  a  thing  to  be  true !  Not- 
withftanding  Burnet  had  pronounced  Po¬ 
lygamy  to  be  rejected  by  all  Chrijlian  Socie¬ 
ties ,  yet  he  afterwards  himfelf  flated  the 
cafe  which  you  have  produced,  and  cer¬ 
tainly  gave  his  anfwer  rather  in  favor  of 
it ;  flill  however  with  great  caution,  and 
not  without  being  conftrained  to  own  it  as 
a  truth ,  <£  that  Polygamy  falls  fhort  of  the 
<c  intendment  of  marriage  in  innocency,  to 
cc  which  ftate,  we  that  are  under  the  gof- 
<c  pel  muft  return  as  near  as  it  is  poffible.” 

Upon  the  whole,  Bilhop  Burned s  tefti- 
mony  amounts  to  little  more  than  a  ques¬ 
tion  in  cafuiftry  [GJ,  which  he  endeavors 
to  folve  in  the  moft  favorable  manner  he 
could  to  the  prevailing  court  party  5  but 
after  all  does  not  pretend  to  fpeak  deci¬ 
sively  on  the  Subject ;  and  though  it  ap¬ 
pears  from  the  tra£l  itfelf,  which  I  have 

[G]  The  queftion  is  this;  Whether  in  any  c aft 
Polygamy  be  lawful  under  the  gofpel  ? 

How  very  different  from  the  peremptory  and  abfo- 
lute  afTertion  of  the  author  of  Thelyphtbvr that  cc  Po - 
cc  lygamy  is  lawful  in  itfelf" 


Seen 
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feen  in  the  Britifh  Mufeum  that  he  (hewed 
it  to  Lord  Lauderdale ,  who  was  then  high 
in  the  King's  favor,  yet  there  is  no  proof 
at  all  that  the  Bifhop  made  it  public  him- 
felf,  or  that  it  was  ever  printed  by  his  own 
approbation. 

But  who  could  have  expefted  that  good 
Lodi  or  Doddridge  fliould  ever  have  been 
called  upon  as  a  Coadjutor  to  Polygamy, 
in  his  note  on  i  Tim.  iii.  2.  where  he  jfirft 
gives  the  fentiments  of  Mr.  Hallet  and  Mr. 
Wbijlon  on  the  text,  and  then  mentions  his 
own,  by  which  he  is  fo  far  from  approv¬ 
ing  Polygamy,  that  he  calls  it  an  irregular 
practice,  to  which  the  divine  wifdom  had 
fixed  a  brand  of  infamy .  However,  if  we 
have  a  mind  to  know  exaftly  what  was 
this  excellent  man’s  opinion  of  Polygamy, 
we  have  only  to  confult  his  paraphrafe  on 
1  Cor.  vii.  &c.  where  he  has  the  following 
remarkable  words : 

cc  As  the  God  of  nature  has  for  certain 

wife  reafons  implanted  in  the  fexes  a 
cc  mutual  inclination  to  each  other,  in  or- 
“  der  to  prevent  Fornication,  and  every 
“  other  fpecies  of  uncleannefs,  let  every 
cc  man  have  and  retain  his  own  proper 
cc  wife ;  and  let  every  woman  have  and  re- 

cc  tain 
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“  tain  her  own  hufband  :  for  neither  di- 
“  vorce  nor  Polygamy,  are  by  any  means 
“  agreeable  to  the  genius  of  the  gofpel. 

<c  Again,  The  wife  hath  not  power  over 
c<  her  own  body,  but  hath  by  the  marriage 
<c  covenant  transferred  it  to  the  hufband  ; 
<c  and  in  like  manner  alfo  the  hujband  hath 
“  not  power  over  his  own  body ,  but  it  is  as 
cc  it  were  THE  PROPERTY  OF  HIS 
<c  WIFE. 

In  the  improvement  of  this  chapter  DoBor 
Doddridge  makes  the  following  judicious 
obfervation  : 

C£  It  becomes  us  humbly  to  adore  the 
<c  divine  wifdom  and  goodnefs  manifefted 
<c  in  the  formation  of  the  firft  human 
“  pair,  and  in  keeping  up  the  different 
<c  fexes  through  all  fucceeding  ages,  in  fo 
“  juft  a  proportion,  that  every  man  might 
<£  have  his  own  wife ,  and  every  woman  her 
“  own  hujband . 

Methinks  after  thefe  conclufive  teftimo- 
nies  from  DoBor  Doddridge ,  my  friend's 
attempt  to  prove  him  an  abettor  of  Poly¬ 
gamy  is  fomething  like  that  of  the  Irifh- 
man  who  faid  £c  he  was  fure  there  was 
a  dead  man  in  the  ditch,  for  he  heard  him 
groan." 


Had 


( 
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Had  the  author  of  Thelyphthora  been  ra¬ 
tified  with  the  decifion  of  this  found  and 
learned  proteftant  Divine  on  the  text,  we 
fhould  not  have  found  him  ftooping  fo 
very  low  as  to  alk  inftruftion  from  the 
pope,  or  rather  from  a  neft  of  Jefuits,  by 
adopting  the  fenfe  of  the  Rhemijh  tefta- 
ment  on  the  paffage  before  us,  and  then  by 
way  of  mending  the  matter  adding 

- Fas  eji  et  ab  hojle  doceri . 

When  he  might  with  much  more  propriety 
have  exclaimed 

Fle&tere  Ji  nequeo  fuperos  acheronta  move  bo* 

But  the  cobler  cannot  take  leave  of  this 
important  fcripture  without  once  more 
commencing  critic  ;  and  as  he  is  threatened 
with  a  future  drubbing  for  his  ignorance 
and  blunders  in  the  explanation  of  this 
chapter,  he  will  e’en  try  his  hand  once 
more  y  that  if  the  author  of  Fhelyphthora 
has  any  more  difcipline  to  beftow  upon 
him,  he  may  give  it  him  all  at  once. 

Upon  revifmg  what  I  faid  in  the  Blef- 
fmgs  of  Polygamy,  p.  61,  62,  63.  I  find  I 
have  omitted  to  take  notice  of  a  very  glar¬ 
ing  piece  of  partiality,  which  my  friend 

has 
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has  fallen  into  in  his  tranflation  of  that 
fame  word  which  has  already  occa- 
fioned  fo  much  altercation  :  for  in  the  very 
fame  verfe  where  it  relates  to  the  man,  he 
renders  it,  Let  him  retain  his  wife.  But 
where  it  relates  to  the  woman  he  renders 
it,  Let  her  keep  to  her  hufband.  His  rea- 
fon  for  making  this  wide  difference  of 
fenfe  in  the  very  fame  word,  and  in  the 
very  fame  verfe  is  very  evident.  But 
though  neither  of  the  expreffion  s  are  fo 
juft  as  that  which  our  tranflators  have 
given  us,  yet  I  will  readily  leave  it  to  your 
choice  to  take  the  word  retain  or  keep  to 
which  ever  you  pleafe.  If  you  choofe  the 
firft,  and  tranllate  the  one  part  of  the 
verfe,  Let  the  hufband  retain  his  wife,  then 
you  muff  tranllate  the  other  part,  Let  the 
wife  retain  her  hujband :  And  there’s  an  end 
of  Polygamy  that  way. 

But  if  you  had  rather  take  the  other 
expreffion,  Let  the  wife  keep  to  her  hujband , 
then  you  muft  alfo  (as  obferved  in  the 
Blefings  of  Polygamy)  render  the  latter 
claufe  Let  the  hujband  keep  to  his  wife .  In 
fliort  choofe  which  expreffion  you  will, 
only  abide  by  it ;  but  without  the  moft 
fhameful  abufe  of  the  word  of  God,  you 

C  cannot 
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cannot  give  a  different  fenfe  to  the  repeti- 
tion  of  the  fame  word  in  the  fame  verfe. 

But  as  my  learned  friend  by  his  eluci¬ 
dation  of  this  chapter  leaves  the  matter 
open  to  the  whole  church  of  Corinth  to 
practice  Polygamy  without  any  limitation 
or  reftriBion  whatever,  we  may  fuppofe 
in  order  to  make  him  confiftent  with  him- 
felf,  that  he  has  found  out  by  fome  anti- 
ent  manufcript  or  tradition,  that  all  the 
married  women  whofe  huibands  were  mem¬ 
bers  of  that  church  were  either  barren , 
or  lunatics ,  or  fcolds . 

The  cobler  has  nothing  more  to  fay  in 
the  way  of  criticifm  himfelf,  but  begs  to 
apply  to  the  learned  author  of  T’helyphthora 
for  information  whether  the  text  in  MaL  ii. 
which  our  tranflators  have  rendered  in  the 
lingular  number  “  thee  and  the  wife  of  thy 
youth  be  really  fo  in  the  original  ;  or  whe¬ 
ther  the  words  ifand  in  the  Hebrew  as 
given  us  in  T helyphthora ,  Tou  and  your 
wives  ?  I  am  fure  if  our  tranflators  have 
rendered  the  words  in  the  Angular  number, 
when  they  ought  to  have  been  in  the  plu¬ 
ral,  they  have  fhewn  themfelves  to  be  very 
incorreft,  though  they  have  thereby  made 
the  text  lpeak  ftrongly  in  favor  of  mono¬ 
gamy  : 
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gamy  :  but  if  your  tranfiation  be  the  true 
one,  then  I  confefs  there  is  an  ambiguity- 
in  the  phrafeology  5  and  that  though  thee 
and  thy  wife  can  mean  only  two  perfons  or 
they  twain,  yet  you  and  your  wives  leaves 
the  matter  fo  much  at  large,  that  it  may- 
take  in  one  man  with  half  a  dozen  wives. 
Your  explicit  anfwer  to  this  queffiion  will 
really  much  oblige  me,  as  I  allure  you  I 
have  alked  no  perfon  but  yourfelf,  whether 
you  or  the  tranflators  of  the  Bible  are 
right. 

VII. 

The  author  of  Tkhelyfhthora  totally 
mifreprefents  what  the  cobler  called  <c  low 
chicanery The  expreflion  alluded  to  was 
the  following  :  £C  That  if  by  a  woman  in 
the  text  (Matt.  v.  28.)  any  woman  be  meant, 
then  a  man  may  commit  adultery  by  looking 
at  his  own  wije This  you  have  intirely 
palled  over,  and  inftead  of  it  you  affirm 
that  1  charge  you  wjhh  chicanery ,  for  faying 
that  the  word  adultery  is  never  ufed  but 
where  the  defilement  of  a  married  woman 
is  concerned  TF], 

VIII. 


'  V 

[F]  If  this  affertion  contain  found  divinity,  then, 
fornication  as  well  as  adultery  is  not  forbidden  by 

C  2  the 
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VIII. 

The  author  defires  me  to  afk  myfelf  if 
I  did  not  read  his  book  with  prejudice. 
sc  Did  not  your  prejudices  (fays  he)  in¬ 
cline  you  to  wifti  that  they  might  rather 
be  juftified  than  removed  I  anfwerfin- 
cerely,  that  notwithftanding  the  ftrong 
prepoiTeffions  I  had  in  favor  of  the  au¬ 
thor,  yet  I  hcid  imbibed  very  ftrong  preju¬ 
dices  againft  his  performance  before  I  read 
it.  Thefe  prejudices  I  attribute  in  great 
meafure  to  feme  letters  I  had  read,  which 
were  written  by  one  Paul  of  Tarfus  on  the 
other  fide  of  the  queftion,  and  when  I 
came  to  read  your  book,  I  really  thought 
he  was  more  than  a  match  for  you. 

IX. 

Though  it  feemed  by  our  author's 
fentiments  as  contained  in  the  two  firft 
volumes  of  Thelyphthora,  that  no  fuch  thing 
as  fornication  could  exift,  yet  he  now  tells 
us  there  is  fuch  an  animal  in  the  world  as 
a  whore,  and  gives  us  a  moft  wonderful 

the  feventh  commandment,  and  if  not  by  that  com¬ 
mandment,  then  by  no  other,  and  confcquently  can 
be  no  fin  ;  for  where  no  law  is ,  there  is  no  tranj- 

greffion . 


account 
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account  of  this  creature  in  the  following 
words : 

“  If  this  woman”  (who  has  intercourfe 
with  one  man  and  is  therefore  according 
to  our  author,  the  wife  of  that  man  by  the 
divine  law)  cc  departs  from  this  firft  man 
cc  to  another,  the  bond  with  the  firft  is 
“  totally  vacated  by  her  aft  of  adultery ;  fo 
€£  that  the  firft  man  is  totally  releafed  from 
<c  her.  If  afterwards  file  goes  from  man 
cc  to  man,  and  fells  or  gives  her  favors  pro- 
<c  mifcuoufiy  to  all  alike,  the  is  every 
cc  bodys :  no  man  can  lay  claim  to  her, 
<£  or  look  upon  her  as  his  property,  or  be 
<£  injured  as  a  given  appropriated  hufband 
tc  might  be,  by  her  infidelity.  She  is  in 
<c  fhort,  nullius  inter  bona ,  and  is  an  whore, 
“  harlot  or  proftitute,  in  the  true  fenfe  of 
“  thefe  words.” 

'  ' y  '  ■y'  '  -■ 

From  this  very  extraordinary  definition 
it  appears, 

ift.  That  no  unmarried  woman  (i.  e. 
according  to  our  author’s  ideas  of  marri¬ 
age)  can  be  a  whore. 

2dly.  That  no  woman  whatever  can 
commit  whoredom  till  fine  has  firft  com¬ 
mitted  adultery. 

j 

C  3  3dly. 


3 8  Lhe  Coblers  Letter  to  the 

3<ily.  That  fhe  can  be  guilty  of  no 
whoredom  till  three  men  have  had  connec¬ 
tion  with  her. 

4thly.  That  as  fornication  is  a  lefs  fin 
than  adultery,  confequently  the  third  man 
who  has  intercourfe  with  her  is  lefs  guilty 
than  the  fecond. 

5thly.  That  from  the  moment  fhe  has 
bellowed  her  favors  on  the  third  man, 
fhe  ceafes  to  be  an  adultrefs. 

6thly.  That  if  an  action  be  brought  by 
the  hulband  for  crim.  con ,  with  any  man 
but  the  fecond,  it  mull  be  laid  for  commit¬ 
ting  whoredom  with  his  wife,  and  not  for 
committing  adultery. 

That  thefe  are  conclufions  neceffariiy 
deducible  from  our  author’s  definition  and 
premifes  is  clear  at  fir  11  view  :  but  with¬ 
out  animadverting  upon  them,  let  me  alk 
how  agrees  this  dodlrine  with  fcripture  ? 
There  we  find,  Dent .  xxii.  13,  14,  &c.  &c. 
that  if  fufpicion  arofe  in  the  hufband  con¬ 
cerning  his  new  married  wife  that  lhe  was 
not  a  maid,  and  if  the  tokens  of  her  virgi¬ 
nity  could  not  be  produced,  lhe  was  ad¬ 
judged  to  have  played  the  whore.  So  by 
the  Levitical  law,  Lev .  xxi.  7.  no  prieft 
was  to  take  a  wife  that  was  a  whore.  By 

which 
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which  it  is  evident  that  according  to  God's 
judgment,  though  not  according  to  the 
judgment  of  the  author  of  ’Thelyphthora,  a 
woman  might  be  a  whore  firit  and  a  wife 
afterwards.  With  him  it  is  juft  vice  verfa . 

Truly,  my  friend,  you  are  very  kind  to 
propofe  to  me  the  leaving  off  tea,  that  my 
ideas  may  not  be  difordered  by  frightful 
dreams ;  but  fuch  feems  to  be  the  confu- 
fion  of  your  own  ideas,  that  I  would  ad- 
vife  you  to  take  an  additional  quantity  of 
coffee ,  which  I  have  heard  is  famed mes  ef¬ 
fectual  towards  diftipating  the  fumes  of  the 
imagination:  Weli  indeed  may  you  tell 
me  that  you  are  £C  perfectly  convinced  that 
I  have  fcarcely  one  real  idea  of  the  book  I 
write  againft,”  when  the  writer  himfelf 
has  fcarcely  one  fixed  idea  of  the  fubjedt  he 
handles.  And  this  perhaps  is  the  true 
caufe  why  you  complain  that  your  book  is 
fo  generally  mifunderftood. 

X. 

The  author  of  Thelyphthora  feems  to  lay  a 
great  ftrefs  on  the  law  of  marrying  the 
brother’s  wife :  and  where  the  furviving 
brother,  had  no  wife  nor  children  of  his 
own,  there  it  was  God’s  pofitive  command 

that 


‘The  C  abler  5  Letter  to  the 


that  he  fhould  do  fo  :  but  I  no  more  be¬ 
lieve  that  he  ordained  this  as  a  general  law 
where  the  next  brother  was  already  mar¬ 
ried,  than  1  believe  he  commanded  the 
widow  and  the  wife  to  be  married  together. 
Jofephuss  teftimony  mud  in  this  cafe  be 
conducive,  and  the  quotation  which  you 
yourfelf  bring  from  him,  Antiq.  lib.  ix. 
chap .  5.  is  full  againft  you,  for  there  he 
affects  that  Mahlori s  kinfman  refufed  to 
marry  Ruth ,  faying,  “be  had  already  a  wife 

and  children  ” - — But  our  author  adds, 

not  a  word  that  it  was  unlawful.”  But 
does  not  the  very  anfwer  he  returned  im¬ 
ply  this  ? — However,  the  author  eafily  gets 
over  the  matter  in  his  ufual  way,  by  affirm¬ 
ing  on  the  greateft  of  ail  authorities,  viz . 
his  own,  that  jofephus  does  not  reprefent  the 
matter  as  the  Bible  does .  Thel.  vol.  i. 
p.  253.  However,  if  the  author  would 
eftablifh  his  point,  let  him  produce  only 
one  example  of  the  next  brother  marrying 
the  widow  of  the  deceafed  brother,  when 
he  himfelf  was  a  married  man.- — But  I  will 
go  farther  {fill. — Even  fuppofing  that  in 
this  particular  inftance  God  himfelf  had 
commanded  that  the  brother  of  the  de¬ 
ceafed,  though  a  married  man,  fhould  yet 

efpoufe 
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efpoufe  the  widow  5  ftill  this  would  be  no 
more  proof  that  God  approved  of  general 
Polygamy,  than  it  would  be  that  he  ap¬ 
proved  of  general  inceft,  which  marrying 
a  brother’s  wife  was  deemed  to  be,  and  was 
forbidden  as  fuch  under  the  Levitical  law. 

XL 

You  are  pleafed  to  fay  you  feel  both 
hurt  and  afhamed  at  my  ftridtures  on  the 
ftory  of  Judah  and  ’Tamar.  Certainly  the 
cobler  ought  to  be  much  obliged  to  you 
for  this  great  fenfibility  on  his  behalf ;  but 
as  he  has  taken  the  very  words  of  the  fa- 
cred  text,  and  he  thinks  alfo  the  fenfe  of 
it,  he  hopes  you  will  make  yourfelf  quite 
eafy  on  his  account ;  elpecially  as  he  does 
not  find  that  any  other  perfon  befides  the 
author  of  Thelyphthora  thinks  he  has  given 
any  wrong  interpretation  of  thepaflage^ 
not  to  mention  that  this  author  has  ex- 
prefled  himfelf  in  fuch  a  manner  on  the 
place  in  queftion  that  few,  if  any,  of  his 
readers  have  been  able  to  underftand  hint. 

XII. 

I  leave  it  to  you  and  Doftor  Kennicot  to 
fettle  the  matter  about  the  word  not. 


XIII, 
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XIII. 

That  Jael  afted  as  a  faithful  fubjeft  of 
the  Xfraelitijh  ftate,  I  don’t  deny  :  but  that 
fhe  alfo  adled  under  the  immediate  dire  diion  of 
God ,  is  as  clear  as  that  the  fun  fhmes  at 
noon-day.  Read  the  fourth  and  fifth  chap¬ 
ters  of  Judges  throughout,  alfo  Pfalm 
Ixxxiii.  9.  where  the  aft  of  Jael  to  Sifera 
is  fpoken  of  as  the  direft  aft  of  God.  It 
is  true,  this  matter  does  not  affect  the  pre- 
fent  controverfy  either  one  way  or  other, 
but  it  is  grievous  to  fee  the  divine  teftimo- 
ny  fo  little  regarded  by  one  who  certainly 
ought  to  have  more  refpeft  for  it. 

XIV. 

The  cobler  is  challenged  to  find  as 
ftrong  a  prohibition  of  Polygamy,  on  the 
man’s  fide,  as  thatl?^.  vii.  1,  2,  3.  on  the 
woman’s  fide. 

To  bring  that  paffage  is  meer  trifling. 
It  is  plain  that  the  apoftle  is  there  intro¬ 
ducing  the  law  as  a  hufband,  to  whom  we 
are  all  efpoufed  by  nature  5  and  Chrift  as  a 
hufband,  to  whom  all  believers  are  efpoufed 
by  grace:  therefore  the  grand  and  only 
point  he  meant  to  prove  was,  that  a  be¬ 
liever  had  no  more  to  do  with  an  abro¬ 
gated 
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gated  law  as  a  covenant  of  works,  than  a 
widow  who  was  married  again  has  to  do 
with  her  firft  hufband  when  he  is  dead  and 
buried  If  therefore  St.  Paul  had  in  this 
place  {hewn  that  it  was  equally  criminal  in 
a  man  to  have  more  wives  than  one,  as  it 
was  in  a  woman  to  have  more  hufbands 
than  one  (though  the  one  were  as  much  a 
truth  as  the  other,)  it  would  have  been 
quite  foreign  to  his  own  purpofe.  But 
when  our  biefied  Saviour  is  confining  him- 
felf  wholly  to  the  matters  of  adultery  and 
divorce,  there  he  expreffly  gives  us  to  un¬ 
derhand  that  it  is  equally  criminal  in  the 
man  to  put  away  his  wife  and  marry  an¬ 
other,  as  it  is  in  the  wife  to  put  away  her 
hufband  and  marry  another.  He  faith  unto 
them.  Whoever  fall  put  away  his  wife  and 
marry  another ,  committeth  adultery  againfl 
her  :  and  if  a  woman  fall  put  away  her  huf¬ 
band,  and  be  married  to  another,  fe  commit¬ 
teth  adultery,  Mark  x.  11,  12. 

XV. 

The  author  of  Phelyphthora  again  challenges 
the  cobler  in  a  very  peremptory  manner,  to 
produce  one  inftance  of  the  divine  prohibi¬ 
tion  or  difapprobation  of  Polygamy.  And 

then 
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then  tells  us,  (perhaps  rather  too  much  in 
a  way  of  triumph)  that  if  I  do  fo,  I  Jhall 
have  the  Old  Teji ament  on  my  Jide . 

The  cobler  anfwers  the  challenge  y  fiijl , 
by  producing  that  remarkable  text,  Lent . 
xvii.  17.  where  God  tells  the  Ifraelke, sy  that 
when  they  were  come  into  the  land  which 
he  Ihould  give  them,  the  king  which  he 
would  choofe  for  them  Jhould  not  multiply 
wives  unto  himfelf  \  that  his  heart  turn  not 
away, — Here  is, 

1  ft,  Abfolute  prohibit  ion ;  he  Jhall  not  mul¬ 
tiply  wives  or  have  many  wives ,  which  is  the 
exp  refs  meaning  of  the  word  Polygamy. 

2dly,  Difapprobation ,  and  the  reafon  of 
it,  left  Polygamy,  or  the  multiplying  wives , 
Ihould  turn  away  his  heart  from  God . 

But  that  the  interpretation  of  this  im¬ 
portant  text  of  fcripture  may  not  reft  on 
my  own  decifion,  I  fhall  back  it  with  a 
teftimony,  which,  to  an  unprejudiced  mind, 
muft  carry  with  it  full  conviction :  and 
this  fhall  be  from  a  comment  on  the  Bible, 
which  was  let  forth  (as  ordered  by  the 
committee  for  religion)  by  a  confiderable 
number  of  thofe  found,  learned,  and  evan¬ 
gelical  divines  which  compofed  the  Weft- 
minfter  Affembly,  and  before  publication 

fubmitted 
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fubmitted  to  the  perufa'l  and  correction  of 
them  all  together,  as  is  expreffed  in  the 
preface  to  the  work  itfelf ;  and  therefore 
rauft  be  regarded  not  as  the  judgment  of 
a  fingle  individual,  or  of  one  commentator, 
but  as  conveying  the  fenfe  of  a  large  body 
of  the  greateft,  ableft,  and  bell  men  that 
perhaps  ever  compofed  any  fynod  fince  the 
days  of  the  apoftles. 

Thefe  faithful  and  orthodox  divines  thus 
exprefs  themfelves  on  the  text  in  queftion : 

44  If  kings  may  not  [/.  e.  multiply  wives] 
44  much  lefs  their  fubjefts,  fince  it  is  of 
44  more  moment  that  they  have  children 
cc  than  inferior  perfons;  and  though  the 
44  patriarchs  had  more  wives  than  one  at: 
44  once,  it  was  not  according  to  the  firft 
44  inftitution  of  marriage.  [ See  annot .  on 
44  Gen .  iv.  19.]  It  was  never  allowed  by 
44  God,  though  for  a  time  tolerated ,  upon 
44  reafons  which  concern  not  our  times. 
44  And  this  might  be  rather  forbidden  to  a 
44  king,  becaufe  of  the  power  of  his  ex- 
44  ample  upon  the  manners  of  his  people/" 

Suffer  me  to  bring  one  more  text  of 
fcripture,  which  though  quoted  in  the 
Bkj]ings  of  Polygamy ,  is  not  of  lefs  weight 
on  that  account.— The  paffage  alluded  to? 

is 
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is  that  Lev .  xviii.  18.  Neither  Jhalt  thou 
take  a  wife  to  her  ffler,  (or  as  it  ftands  in 
the  margin,  one  wife  to  another)  to  vex  her, 
to  uncover  her  nakednefs ,  befde  the  other  in  her 
life  time . 

I  know  you  will  not  allow  the  marginal 
reading  to  be  the  true  fenfe  of  the  words, 
and  may  perhaps  tell  me,  as  you  do  upon 
another  occafion,  that  <c  I  have  not  called 
in  a  fingle  commentator ,  hiforian ,  or  other 
author  to  my  aid.”  However,  I  will  now 
call  in  the  corroborating  teftimony  of  one 
of  the  moil  judicious  and  unexceptionable 
men  that  ever  lived  in  my  behalf,  pood 
old  Mr.  Perkins,  who  certainly  (hone  among 
the  brighteft  ftars  which  adorned  the  church 
of  England  during  the  reign  of  Queen  Eli¬ 
zabeth,  and  who  for  piety,  learning,  and 
deep  Ikill  in  cafuiftry,  was  equalled  by  few, 
exceeded  by  none.  This  able  and  found 
divine,  treating  on  the  text  in  queftion, 
thus  writes, 

“  This  place  is  a  flat  prohibition  of  the 
“  fin  of  Polygamy  :  for  to  take  a  wife  to 
<c  her  lifter,  in  the  Hebrew  phrafe,  is  no- 
€C  thing  elfe  but  to  take  two  wives  one  to 
cc  another.  The  like  form  of  fpeech  is  ufed 
“  otherwhere  by  Mofes ,  as  Exod.  xxvi.  3. 

cc  Five 
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“  Five  curtains  fhall  be  coupled  together 
<c  (the  woman  to  her  lifter,)  that  is,  one 
<c  to  another;  and  the  other  five  curtains 
cc  fhall  be  coupled  (the  woman  to  her  fif- 
<c  ter)  that  is,  the  one  to  the  other,  Ezek. 
cc  i.  9.  The  four  beafts  were  joined  with 
<c  their  wings  (the  woman  to  her  filler, ) 
<c  that  is,  the  one  to  the  other.  Again, 
<c  Mofes  himfelf  there  alledgeth  two  reafons 
<c  againft  Polygamy :  the  one  is,  becaufe 
<c  the  man  is  to  love,  cherifh,  and  corn- 
“  fort  his  wife;  whereas,  if  he  fhould  take 
<c  unto  him  another  belides  her,  he  Ihould 
4 4  greatly  vex  his  firft  lawful  wife.  The 
“  other,  becaufe  by  that  means  he  Ihould 
<c  uncover  the  ftiame  of  his  wife;  that  is, 
“  he  Ihould  play  a  very  dilhoneft  part  with 
£<  her,  to  whom  he  was  before  lawfully 
<c  married.’ ’  Perkins  on  Chriflian  Oeconomy 
or  Houfhoid  Government ,  vol.  iii.  p.  677. 

The  very  fame  interpretation  which  Mr. 
Perkins  gives,  do  the  Affembly  of  Divines 
alfo  give  of  this  fcripture  in  their  comment 
before  quoted.  The  following  are  their 
own  words.  <£  This  is  not  to  be  under- 
“  flood  only  of  another  natural  filler,  as 
£t  if  a  man  might  have  two  waves,  fo  they 
cc  were  not  fuch  fillers,  or  two  fillers  one 

££  after 
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tc  after  another  to  wife,  the  latter  upon 
C€  the  death  of  the  former,  for  the  mar- 
<c  riage  of  the  brother’s  wife  is  forbidden 
u  before,  ver.  16.  and  by  confequence  a 
“  woman  muff  not  marry  her  filler’s  huf- 
c<  band,  and  fo  two  fillers  are  already  for- 
tc  bidden  to  be  married  to  one  man. — - 
€C  Wherefore  it  is  moll  probable,  that  this 
tx  is  a  prohibition  of  Polygamy,  /.  e.  of 
<c  having  more  wives  than  one  at  once 
c?  that  one  may  not  be  a  vexation  to  the 
c£  other,  which  is  likely  to  fall  out  not 
cc  only  betwixt  natural  fillers,  as  Leah  and 
cc  Rachel ,  but  betwixt  thofe  that  are  not 
€C  of  kin,  as  betwixt  Hannah  and  Renin - 
6C  nah .  And  for  the  word  jijier  in  a  ge- 
6C  neral  acceptation,  it  may  be  applied  to 
C£  any  woman ,  as  the  word  brother  to  any 
cc  man .  Gen.  xix.  7.  And  it  is  to  be  noted, 
6C  that  it  is  fometimes  to  be  applied  to 
things,  which,  in  propriety  of  fpeech, 
come  not  under  fuch  a  title  or  denomi- 
<c  nation,  as  the  wings  of  the  beall,  Ezek. 
u  i.  9.  are  faid  to  touch  a  woman  to  her 
**  as  ^  Hebrew  phrafe  carrieth  it.” 

Now  what  fays  my  friend  to  thefe  autho¬ 
rities  ?  I  dare  fay  he  will  not  fcruple  to  af¬ 
firm  that  they  are  not  worth  minding.  But 
x  what 


Author  of  Phelyphthora.  49 

what  if  Mr.  Perkins  and  the  Affembly  of 
Divines  had  fpoken  the  language  of  Pbe- 
lyphthora ?  Then  what  high  encomiums 
would  they  have  received  !  Truly,  we 
may  fee  that  throughout  life,  the  tra¬ 
veller  who  blowed  hot  and  cold  with  the  fame 
mouth ,  is  no  uncommon  character. 

XVI. 

The  cobler  is  accufed  of  attacking  his 
own  old  friend ,  and  is  put  in  mind  of  the 
apoftle’s  advice,  1  Pheff.  iv.  11.  Study  to  he 
quiet . 

It  is  eafy  to  give  advice,  hard  to  fol¬ 
low  it  ourfelves.  Lgrant  however,  that  the 
above  apoftoiic  counlel  may  be  more  fuited 
to  the  cobler  as  a  layman,  than  to  the  au¬ 
thor  of  Phelyphthora  as  a  minifter;  as  that 
author  muft  well  remember  a  converfation 
fome  years  ago  between  two  certain  cler¬ 
gymen,  when  the  one  told  the  other  “  he 
intended  to  leave  off  preaching  and  be 
quiet  P  cc  Ah>  Sir ,  (anfwered  the  other)  the 
<c  devil  loves  quiet  minifersP 

As  to  attacking  his  friend,  this  charge 
the  cobler  denies.  It  is  true  lie  attacked 
the  errors  of  his  friend,  but  the  perfon  of 
his  friend  he  endeavored  to  treat  with  re-*. 

D  fpect, 
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fpecl,  love,  and  regard.  He  wifhes  the 
author  of  Thelyphthora  had  obferved  the 
fame  rule . 

XVII. 

The  author  of  thelyphthora  accufes  the 
eobler  of  felting  forth  “  thz  fair  fex  in  fuch 
cc  a  light  of  vengeance  and  ajfafiination ,  and 
<£  in  fhort,  as  fuch  a  fet  of  furies  >  as  to  out- 
<£  do,  if  poffible,  the  three  famed  daugh- 
<c  ters  of  Acheron  and  Nox.”  He  then  ad- 
vifes  the  cobier  cc  to  put  Jome  fnakes  into 
4£  their  hair  in  the  next  edition,  and  then 
“  they  may  pafs  for  the  lineal  defcendants 
<c  of  Alecloj  Megcera ,  and  fifiphone.”  He 
then  adds,  <£  I  marvel  not  that  my  friend 
4C  has  ftill  to  complain  with  Horace. 

<c  Martiis  c celebs  quid  again  calendisV  ’ 

Ah  !  my  good  friend,  his  too  late  to  of¬ 
fer  the  ladies  Jugar-plums ,  when  you  have 
been  pelting  them  with  hailfiones  and  coals 
of  fire  y  and  placing  them  in  a  light  little 
fuperior  to  flaves  in  a  turkifh  feraglio. 
But  the  cooler  has  no  caufe  to  dread  their 
difpleafure  for  any  thing  that  he  has  faid, 
concerning  the  tenderneis  and  delicacy  of 
their  feelings  in  his  late  piece,  or  of  the 

effects 
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effects  of  that  univerfal  jealoufy  which  the 
do&rine  contained  In  Thelyphthora  will 
certainly  fpread  among  them.  The  injured 
fex  cannot  yet  have  forgotten— -but,  rnanet 
alt  a  mente  repofam — a  certain  note  con¬ 
cerning  queen  Vajhti ,  which  mo  ft  of  them 
have  adjudged  far  more  proper  to  have 
come  from  an  eajlern  bafhaw  than  a  chrif 
tian  divine.  However,  the  cobler  has  ftill 
too  much  regard  for  his  old  friend ,  ( not¬ 
withstanding  his  fevere  perfonal  reflection, 
couched  under  the  line  from  Horace 3)  either 
to  lend  the  females  his  frap ,  or  to  put 
fnakes  into  their  heads',  being  certain  that 
the  firft  objebt  of  their  vengeance  would 
be  the  devoted  author  of  Thelyphthora .  But 
if  that  author  has  a  mind  to  view  fome  of 
the  blejfed  e feels  of  his  own  fyftera  when 
eftabliAied  by  law,  let  him  look  at  the 
windows  of  our  pifture-fhops,  and  there 
he  will  be  entertained  with  a  print  of  two 
women  belaboring  a  poor  hen-pecked  man, 
and  under  it,  as  nearly  as  I  can  recolleft, 
the  following  words  :  Pelygamy  in  perfec¬ 
tion,  or  Do  hi  or  Madman  brought  to  the  right 
ufe  of  his  fenfes . 

But  if  the  author  of  Thelyphthora  has  any 
meaning  at  all  in  bringing  the  above  line 

D  2  from 
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from  Horace,  (the  introduflion  of  which  is 
deemed,  even  by  his  beft  friends,  to  be  a 
mafterpiece  of  infolence  and  rudenefs,)  it 
muft  be  the  following— <c  Mr.  Hill  has  ufed 
cc  the  female  fex  fo  ill,  that  no  wonder 
<£  none  of  them  will  marry  him.” — But  as 
it  is  true  on  the  one  fide,  that 

There  fwims  no  goofe  fo  grey,  but  foon  or  late. 
Can  find  fiome  honejl  gander  fior  her  mate , 

So  it  is  equally  true  on  the  other,  that 

There  is  no  Jack  but  may  have  his  Gill ; 

In  proof  of  which  I  fhould  be  very  unwilling 
to  produce  the  author  of  Thelyphthora . 
However,  I  had  much  rather  be  lamenting 
with  Horace — 

tc  Mar  tils  c  celebs  quid  agam  calendisfi 

Than  to  be  joining  the  cry  of  every  old 
letcher  and  battered  rake  in  the  kingdom, 
upon  the  profpeft  of  Polygamy  being 
eftablifhed  bv  law, 

j  j 

0  mihi  preterites  refer  et  Ji  Jupiter  an  nos  ! 

I  am  fare  if  I  had  no  higher  eftimation 
of  the  marriage  ftate  than  what  I  could 
form  upon  reading  Thelyphthora,  I  had  much 
rather  continue  a  batchelor  all  my  life, 

thaa 
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than  harbor  a  thought  of  entering  into  it. 
But  fo  far  am  I  from  thinking  that  any 
thing  I  have  advanced  in  the  Blefings  of 
Polygamy  may  be  the  means  of  incurring 
the  difapprobation  of  the  fex,  that  I  am 
flattering  myfelf  that  however  much  reafon 
I  may  have  had  to  lament  my  having  hi¬ 
therto  lived  Angle,  yet  (though  not  quite  in 
the  prime  of  life)  I  may  now  find  a  favor¬ 
able  reception  from  feme  kind  and  amiable 
help  meet.  But  happy  indeed  may  the 
author  of  Phelyphthora  efteem  himfelf  that 
he  made  the  marriage-knot  fare  before  he 
acquainted  the  world  with  his  ideas  of 
Polygamy,  otherwife  I  think  the  poet's 
lamentation  for  the  calends  of  March  muft 
have  been  his  all  his  life  long[G]. 

I  have  only  to  add,  that  if  my  friend 
wants  a  motto  for  his  next  publication, 
inftead  of  going  to  St.  Paul  for  it,  I  would 
advife  him  to  have  recourfe  to  the  celejlial 
brilliancy  of  DOCTOR  GRAHAM  him¬ 
felf  and  to  take  the  confpicuous  words 

[G]  Even  this  line  of  Horace  fhews,  that  the  hea¬ 
then  nations  fuppofed  that  fome  external  form  was  - 
necefiary  before  marriage,  otherwife  this  lafeivious 
poet  would  hardly  have  {tiled  himfelf  ccelebs ,  a  Batche¬ 
lor,  as  it  is  to  be  feared  he  had  been  frequently  mar¬ 
ried^  according  to  the  Thdyphihorian  fy Item,. 

if  3 
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which  are  painted  on  the  outfide  of  his 
houfe  in  Pall-Mall, 

i 

“  SACRED  TO  HYMEN/’ 

Efpeciaily  as  the  electrical,  hymeneal  beds, 
on  which  the  doctor  advertifes  to  touch  Jo 
delicately ,  may  prove  very  convenient  for 
the  accommodation  of  an  additional  wife 
nowand  then  :  For  as  to  the  ladies  living 
together  under  the  fame  roof,  1  think  it 
mu  ft  be  quite  given  up,  fmce  we  can 
hardly  fuppofe  there  would  fubfift  a  fuf- 
ficient  degree  of  harmony  between  them, 
even  to  put  them  on  a  footing  with  Bayes  s 
two  kings  of  Brentford ,  who  came  in  fuel¬ 
ling  at  the  fame  nofegay  [H]. 

I  mu  ft  here  beg  leave  to  obferve,  that 
Jjodlor  Graham  as  well  as  the  author  of 
a  Jreatife  on  Female  Ruin ,  complains  that 
the  defign  of  his  celejlial  bed  is  much  mijun- 
derjlood  through  ignorance  and  prejudice ,  and 
affures  the  public,  in  the  exa£t  language  of 
cJhelyphthorax  that  this  fame  electrical  torus 
is  by  no  means  intended  to  be  ufed  in  an, 
unlimited  in dif criminate  manner,  but  is  re^ 


[H]  Preface  to  the  third  voh  of  TheL  p.  8.  note. 
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ferveci  cc  only  for  married  persons,” 
that  he  has  nothing  in  view  but  to  promote 
the  public  good,  to  prevent  impurity ,  adul¬ 
tery  ^  and  divorce ,  and  to  encourage  popula¬ 
tion  in  many  noble  and  ilhijlrious  families , 
which  are  now  without  heirs  to  inherit 
their  titles  and  eftates,  and  therefore  he 
allures  himfelf  of  the  patronage  and  appro¬ 
bation  of  the  great,  the  learned ,  and  THE 
GOOD 3  and  hopes  for  that  benevolence  and 
encouragement  from  the  Legislature 
which  the  vaft  importance  of  the  object  merits  ” 

- — The  Dodtor  then  adds  the  following 
not  a  bene . 

{£?*  IN  order  to  deter  the  wantonly 
lafeivious,  the  mere  votaries  of  pleafure 
from  polluting  the  Temple  of  Hymen, 
the  following  lines  are  written  in  golden  * 
capitals  over  the  grand  entrance, 

OT AE IS  AKA0APTOS  EISlTHl 

Procul !  0  Procul  efle  prof ani.  Virg, 
Keep  afar  off  ye  profane  ones ! 

See  DoCtor  Graham ’  AhJlraCi ,  &c.  given  at 
the  door  to  fuch  as  attend  his  electrical 
experiments,  and  compare  it  yv'ith  The- 
lyphthora . 


But 
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But  notwithftanding  the  grave  procul  ejle 
profani  of  the  medico-eleBrical  DoBor  and 
the  pious  admonitions  of  the  author  of  Lhe- 
lyphthora  to  a  holy  and  fiber  uje  of  Polygamy, 
and  to  avoid  an  excefs  of  it ;  notwithftand¬ 
ing  the  joint  affurances  of  thefetwo  adven- 
trous  perfonages  that  their  highly  extolled 
noftrums  of  Polygamy  and  hymeneal  eleBricity 
are  only  meant  to  promote  the  welfare  of 
the  community  in  general,  as  well  as  the 
happinefs  of  private  families  in  particular, 
to  put  a  flop  to  divorce,  adultery,  &c.  and 
to  encourage  population,  by  furnifhing 
heirs  to  titles  and  eftates  5 — yet,  certain 
curious  perfons  who  regard  not  the  apof- 
tles  advice,  of  being  quiet  and  minding  their 
own  bufmefi ,  but  muft  needs  take  a  peep 
behind  the  curtain ,  have  been  hardy  enough 
to  try  to  perfuade  the  world  that  other 
ends  of  a  very  different  nature  are  likely  to 
be  anfwered  by  the  fyftems  delivered  to  the 
world  both  by  the  one  and  the  other  of 
thefe  learned  gentlemen. 


To 
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To  CONCLUDE: 

I  am  told  by  the  author  of  ‘Thelyphthora , 
that  “  forbearance  is  no  acquittance ,”  (great 
forbearance  truly,)  and  that  the  light  in 
which  he  fhall  find  himfelf  obliged,  in  juf- 
tice  to  the  public  (to  fay  nothing  of  The¬ 
lyphthora ,)  to  place  me  as  a  critic  and  a 
philologijl,  will  hardly  be  more  difagreeable 
to  myfelf  than  to  the  author.  Then  he  adds, 
<c  but  be  it  remembered ,  Sir,  (a  conviction 
already  drawn  up  in  the  law  phrafe,)  [I] 

[I]  We  may  fuppofe  the  whole  of  the  conviction 
to  run  as  follows  : 

County  of)  BE  IT  REMEMBERED,  that  on  the 

S- - y.  r  twenty-third  day  of  March  Jaft  paft,  and  in 

To  wit.  3  the  twenty- firft  year  of  the  reign  of  his 
fovereign  majefty  lord  George,  of  Great  -  Britain, 
France,  and  Ireland,  king  defender  of  the  faith,  and  fo 
forth.  Richard  Hill,  of  Hawkftone ,  in  the  county  of  Sa¬ 
lop, 9  batchelor) other wife  cobler,  was  duly  convidfed  before 
me,  Martinas  Scriblerus ,  Efq.  one  of  his  majefty’s  juf- 
ices  affigned  to  keep  the  peace  within  the  faid  county,  of 
divers  crimes  and  mifdemeanors  in  the  art  of  criticifm  and 
philology ,  he  the  faid  Richard  Hill)  otherwife  the  coblery 
not  being  duly  qualified  nor  licenfed  by  the  laws  of 
thelyphthora  to  exercife  the  art  or  myftery  of  criticifm  or 
philology  aforefaid.  I  therefore  the  faid  juftice,  upon 
due  confideration  had  of  thepremifes,  do  adjudge  that 
the  faid  Richard  Hill)  otherwife  the  cobler)  hath  in¬ 
curred  the  penalty  /of  public  whipping)  which  faid 
penalty,  I  the  within  named  juftice  fhall  inflidl  on 
the  faid  delinquent  by  my  own  hand  and  rod,  within 
the  fpace  of  three  months  next  enfuing  from  the  date 
hereof.  Given  under  my  hand  and  feal,  the  day  and 
year  aforefaid,  Martinus  Scriblerus. 

that 
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that  happen  what  may,  you  have  nobody 
to  thank  bat  yourfelf.”  In  fhort,  the 
cobler  has  lamed  the  author’s  hobby  horfe, 
and  has  fent  him  limping  and  wincing 
away,  and  therefore  in  return  he  is  re- 
folved  that  the  hobby  horfe  fhall  kick  the 
cobler’s  brains  out.  But,  parce  minis,  magne 
facer  dos .  Pleafe  to  recollect,  that  to  forbear 
threatening ,  is  an  apoftolic  injunction.  Let 
me  alfo  put  you  in  mind,  that  though  the 
cobler  in  this  piece  has  adminiftered  a  little 
moderate  correction  by  leathering ,  yet  the 
awl ,  the  hammer ,  the  pinchers ,  and  the  par¬ 
ing-knife ,  have  not  yet  been  taken  up  in  his 
defence  5  and  thefe  are  dangerous  weapons 
to  fall  under. 

Though  the  cobler  would  with  to  main¬ 
tain  the  fpirit  of  a  Chriftian ,  yet  he  is  not 
exempt  from  the  feelings  of  a  man :  there¬ 
fore,  though  he  will  not  fay 

Nemo  me  impune  lacejfit , 

Yet  he  begs  leave  to  let  you  know  that 
there  are  a  few  lines  in  the  fatires  oi  Horace 
which,  upon  fome  occafions,  may  be  more 
applicable  to  him  than  he  himfelf  would 
wifh  in  his  cooler  moments. 

— Ut 
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«■ — —  Ut  pereat  rubisfine  tel  am 
N  ec  quifquam  noceat,  cupido  mihi  pads,  at  ille 
Qui  me  commorit,  melius  non  tangere  clamo 
Flehit,  &<;•  &£• 

Peace  is  my  dear  delight,  not  Fleurf  s  more. 

Yet  touch  me  and  no  miniller  fo  fore.  Pope. 

But  after  all  I  am  fully  perfuaded  that, 
as  two  feparate  individuals,  this  controverfy 
is  not  likely  to  do  either  you  or  me  any 
good  in  a  fpiritual  way,  though  I  efteemed 
it  abfolute  matter  of  duty  in  me,  to  enter 
my  proteft  again#  the  unfcriptural  doctrine 
and  dangerous  tendency  of  'Thelyphthora . 
Having  done  this  in  two  publications,  I 
{hall  be  happy  to  fay  with  regard  to  all 
controverfy, 

Hie  .  .  .  „  cceftus  artemque  repono , 

But  whether  I  am  to  add  the  other  word 
(victor)  or  to  turn  it  into  vidlus3  I  muft 
leave  others  to  determine.  One  thing  how¬ 
ever  is  certain,  that  every  day  our  pens  are 
exercifed  in  vain  j anglings  and  diJputings3wo 
have  reafon  to  lament  with  one  of  old, 
when  a  day  paffed  over  his  head  without 
his  having  done  any  good,  “  Perdidimus 
diem.”  God  grant  we  may  neither  of  us 
have  caufe  to  cry  out  with  another 

lieu!  vitamperdidi  eperofe  nihil  agendo.” 

Or 
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Or  with  a  third  great  man  of  modern  me¬ 
mory,  who  had  juft  ftrength  enough  to  fay 
at  the  laft  gafp,  cc  Lhe  battle  is  fought ,  but 
the  vidlory  is  lofl  for  ever  ” 

N.  B.  The  cobier  finds  fome  queries 
prefixed  to  the  fecond  edition  of  Lhelyph - 
thorax  but  as  many  of  them  corifift  in  beg¬ 
ging  the  queftion,  as  others  of  them  are 
befide  the  queftion,  and  as  the  objections 
contained  in  moft  of  them  are  confidered 
and  anfwered  in  the  Blejjings  of  Polygamy , 
therefore  the  cobler  will  not  animadvert 
on  them  particularly.— Befides,  it  is  ru¬ 
mored  about  that  thefe  queries  were  bor¬ 
rowed  by  the  author  of  Phelyphthora . 

*v  - *  • 


t 
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QINCE  I  wrote  the  foregoing  letter  I 
have  looked  again  into  your  Preface  to 
the  third  volume,  where  I  find  an  extratt 
of  a  letter  from  a  reverend  and  learned  cor - 
refpondent  of  your’s  in  favor  of  it.  You 
have  not  indeed  told  us  by  whom  the  let¬ 
ter  itfelf  was  written,  but  as  I  really  be¬ 
lieve  there  is  only  one  reverend  and  learned 
Divine  in  all  England  (and  I  do  allow  him 
to  be  a  truly  upright  and  valuable  man,) 
who  now  approves  your  book,  though  feve- 
ral  others  were  at  fir  ft  daggered  by  its 
plaufibility,  I  could  venture  to  name  the 
perlbn  without  mi  (lake,  as  certainly  as  I 
could  have  determined  who  was  meant  by 
the  author  of  T’helyphthora  though  his 
Treatife  were  anonymous.  However  if 
epiftolary  teftimonies  mu  it  be  admitted  on 
the  one  fide,  they  certainly  may  on  the 

ether : 
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•#  ^  v  ^  '■  •* 

other  :  And  as  I  dare  fay  you  will  think 
I  cannot  follow  a  better  example  than 
your  own,  permit  me  to  cite  a  few  paf- 
fages  from  fome  letters  which  I  have  now 
in  my  pocket  on  the  fubjeft.  The  firft 
fhall  be  an  extraft  from  one  minifter  to 
another,  with  a  fight  of  which  I  have  lately 
been  favored. 

cc  I  hope  you  are  going  on  with  zeal, 
<c  comfort  and  fuccefs  in  the  blefied  work 
tc  of  an  evangelift— make  full  proof  of 
ec  your  miniftry— -the  days  are  evil,  the 
€£  love  of  many  is  waxed  cold — fome  have 
€C  brought  in  damnable  errors — others 
<c  turn  the  grace  of  God  into  lafciviouf- 
<c  nefs,  and  fome  have  difeovered  the  ad- 
<c  vantage  and  privilege  of  Polygamy  in  the 
€C  new  Left  ament  ! ! ! 

<c  The  reafoning,  fophiftry,  chicanery, 
fallacy  and  poifon  of  that  book  at  firft 
46  appear  plaufible  and  inftnuating,  but 
<c  the  charm  prefently  vanifhes,  the  purity 
<c  of  the  gofpel  fhines  through  every  at- 
4C  tempt  to  fully  its  brightnefs- — and  we 
cc  difeover  the  cloven  foot  of  this  angel  of 
<c  light — and  as  a  difeerning  minifter  ex- 
*e  preffed  it,  pronounce  the  book  to  be 
!c  Satan  $  pie a}  for  a  libidinous  appetite ” 

The 
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The  fecond  fhall  be  from  a  joint  friend 
of  your's  and  mine,  a  gentleman  of  known 
learning  and  true  religion,  which  I  only 
received  lafl  night. 

“  We  have  perufed  with  great  pleafure 
<c  The  Bleflings  of  Polygamy,”  thinking 
“  the  arguments  conclufive,  and  admiring 
“  the  fpirit  in  which  it  is  written.  To 
“  tell  you  the  truth  the  only  fault  we  find 
ic  with  it  is  that  we  think  you  are  too  la- 
“  vifli  in  your  encomiums  upon  the  au- 
<c  thor  of  T’helyphthora.  And  we  are 
“  forry  to  fee  that  they  have  fo  little  effedl, 
“  by  obferving  that  he  advertifes  a  3d  voL 
fC  with  a  letter  to  you.  I  fhall  be  curious 
<c  to  fee  what  he  has  to  fay  in  reply.” 

The  third  fhall  be  from  a  very  worthy 
and  learned  friend  of  mine,  who  I  hope 
will  pardort  the  liberty  I  take  in  printing 
his  letter  (never  defigned  for  public  view) 
without  his  knowledge ;  but  as  T  am  in¬ 
debted  to  him  for  that  judicious  quotation 
from  Wall's  Hiftory  of  Infant  Baptlfm,  which 
is  contained  in  it,  I  think  it  much  more 
honeft  to  tell  the  world  from  whence  I 
had  it,  than  to  let  them  fuppofe,  I  had  col¬ 
lected  it  in  the  courfe  of  my  own  reading. 

Dear 
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a  Dear  Sir, 

<c  I  fhould  have  acknowledged  the  receipt 
iC  of  The  Blejjtngs  of Polygamy  difplayed  fooneig 
cc  but  I  was  informed  that  you  was  gone 
cc  out  of  town  ;  and  I  did  not  hear  of  your 
<c  return  till  Wednefday  laft.  I  have  read 
<c  it  with  great  fatisfaftion ;  and,  as  an  in- 
4C  dividual,  have  reafon  to  fay,  that  God 
cc  has  made  this  unhappy  controverfy  about 
<c  Polygamy  (like  fome  others)  a  means,  of 
<c  information  and  fettlement  to  my  mind. 
<c  Long  before  I  heard  of  Mr.M — —’shook 
“  I  had  been  puzzled  as  to  this  point ;  and 
<c  the  reading  of  Thelyphthora  almoft  per- 
<c  fuadedme  to  embrace  theunchriftiandoc- 
<c  trine.  However,  at  prefent  I  am  fatisfied 
sc  that,  as  a  do&rine,  it  is  inconfiftent  with 
theNewTeftament*  and,  when  pradlifed, 
<c  full  of  the  moll  dreadful  confequences. 
<c  For  my  fatisfadlion  in  this  important  mat- 
<c  ter,  I  am  indebted  to  many,  but  efpecially 
<c  to  you,  Sir,  as  an  author,  and  to  my  dear 
cc  friend  Mr.  N> — *  as  a  bofbm  companion. 

cc  I  have  not  read  much  of  Mr.  M— — ’s- 
cc  reply  to  your  addrefs,  but,  from  what  I 
cc  did  read,  am  forty  to  fee  him  fo  much 
cc  and  fo  unjuftly  out  of  temper  with  you. 
<c  As  to  his  threatening  to  expofe  you  as  a 

“  critic. 
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**  critic,  (fo  far  as  I  am  capable  of  judging) 
sc  you  have  no  caufe  to  fear  him. 

“  Should  you  fend  out  another  edition, 
the  following  quotation  may  perhaps 
£C  ftrengthen  what  you  fay  at  p.  66,  67. 

<c  I  efteem  it  very  material  to  obferve  by 
*c  the  bye  this  emphafis  of  the  word 
“  for  apprehending  the  force  of  a  text  of 
5C  St;  Paul  againft  the  Polygamifts.  Thefe 
*c  men  prefume  to  fay,  that  there  is  no 
“  prohibition  in  the  New  Teftament  of 
<c  the  plurality  of  wives  to  one  man.  St. 
sc  Paul  1  Cor.  vii.  1,  2.  perfuades  people, 
C£  if  they  can  be  fo  content,  to  an  abfolute 
<£  continence  ;  but  if  they  cannot,  he  al- 
ic  lows  marriage  :  but  with  this  limitation 

sc  ixeefos  77i u  exvr a  yvvatxx  vyz rw,  txct$7 j  tou 

<c  The  true  tranflation  of 

cc  which  words  is,  Let  every  man  have  his 
1  c  own  wife ,  and  let  every  woman  have  a  huf- 
*c  band  peculiar  to  her.— For  as  when  Arif 
<c  totle  lays  £iov  rsro  701 ;  Autpm zoi; ;  It  were  a 
“  very  imperfect  rendering  to  tranflate  it  ^ 
JC  men  have  this  of  their  own  :  which  ought 
to  be,  this  is  proper ,  or  peculiar ,  to  men . 
And  where  he  fays,  °  fo  Bxrpxyog  t&ov  tysi 
y\to<T<r#*  ,•  to  fay,  Frogs  make  their  own 

E  ct  noife a 
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nsife^  would  not  reach  the  fenfe :  which 
ct  is,  that  Frogs  make  a  noife  peculiar  t$ 
il  themfelves .  So  it  is  an  imperfect  tranf- 
4C  lation  of  the  forefaid  words  of  the  apo- 

ftle,  which  our  Englifh  gives,  Let  every 
lc  ‘woman  have  her  own  hujband .  The  word 
<e  fignifies,  one  peculiar  to  her.” 

That  the  Lord  Jefus  may  keep  you,  and 
caufe  you  to  jfhine  more  and  more  unto 
the  perfect  day  is  the  fin  cere  defire  of 

Dear  Sir, 

Your  very  affectionate  friend, 

And  obliged  humble  fervant, 

%  *  * 

m 

P .  S.  The  proper  force  of  the  word  *<&<>?, 
as  oppofed  to  xoiwr,  may  alio  be  feen,  Afts 

IV.  32.  Ti  tuv  UTrap^otJui/  avJco  zteytv  ichov 

riv  avj oi$  <xn&p\<x  y.oim. 

I  conclude  the  whole  of  thefe  epiftolary 
teftimonies  (though  I  could  produce  a 
great  many  more)  with  one  which  con¬ 
tains  a  practical  comment  oh  our  author  s 
doctrine.  I  have  tranfcribed  it  from  a 
letter  written  by  a  laborious  minifter  of 
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the  Church  of  England  to  another  clergy^ 
man,  who  lately  inclofed  it  to  me.  Speak¬ 
ing  of  the  pernicious  effedls  pf  Thelyph- 
ihora  in  various  places,  he  goes  on  as  foL 
Jews : 

“  There  was  an  inftance  of  this,  a  few 

*c  weeks  ago,  at  L - -1.  A  man  amongfl 

“  the  Independents  there,  who  had  a  wife 
<c  and  five  children,  upon  the  ftrength  of 
cc  Mr.  — — ’s  authority,  prevailed  upon  ^ 

“  widow  (who  kept  a  public  houfe,  and 
tl  had  alfp  five  children  by  her  late  huf- 
band)  to  believe  that  Polygamy  was  law- 
£<  ful.  She  was  wveak  enough  to  receive 
M  him,  his  wife  and  five  children  into  her 
<c  houfe  ;  his  wife  was  foolifh  enough  to 
*c  go  with  him :  they  lived  for  a  time  ap- 
<c  parently  comfortably  together ;  the  wo- 
<c  men  fat  on  each  fide  him  at  table,  and 
ct  when  cuftomers  came  in  they  ferved 
fc  them  by  turns.  The  widow  (as  might 
“  be  expefted)  proved  with  child,  and 
“  when  her  friends  attempted  to  part  them, 
<c  and  argued  with  the  man  upon  the 
wickednefs  of  hi§  conduct  (with  Mr. 

««  - - -5S  book  in  his  hand,)  he  defended 

“  himfelf  againft  all  they  could  fay.  Thu$ 
you  fee  “  cJhe  Blejfngs  of  Polygamy  begin 

“  tQ  * 
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u  to  be  di (played ,  but  what  muft  the  ait- 
u  thor  of  fuch  an  abominable  perform- 
<f  ance  think  of  himfelf*  when  fuch  eon- 
ic  fequences  enfue  ?” 

I  imagine  that,  by  this  tiriie,  the  author 
of  Thelyphthora  has  feen  as  many  extradts 
from  letters  as  he  wifhes  to  read,  and  am 
alfo  afraid  that  my  Supplement  to  the 
“  Bleffings  of  Polygamy”  will,  if  I  add  any 
more,  be  like  the  Supplement  to  Chambers  s 
Dictionary ,  more  bulky  than  the  work  it- 
felf ;  I  therefore  beg  to  fubfcribe  myfelf. 

Rev.  and  dear  Sir,  f 

Still  your  fincere  friend. 

And  weil-wifher, 

The  COBLER, 


F  I  N  T  S. 
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Lfhe  following  Extract  of  a  Letter  having  been  re¬ 
ceived  fince  the  whole  of  my  Pamphlet  was  printed 
off,  and  fitch  ed  up ,  Lam  obliged  to  place  it  where 
it  Jiands. 

My  dear  Sir, 

€C  T  Have  juft  finifned  the  reading  of  Mr. 

“  X  M - ’s  third  dry  volume  on  his  favorite 

“  topic.  His  letter  to  you,  Sir,  which  concludes 
“  this  dull,  tedious  compilation  from  popifti 
councils,  fynods,  fathers.  See.  gave  <me  not  a 
cc  little  concern ;  not  upon  your  account,  but  his. 
<c  The  very  refpeflful  and  friendly  ftyle  with 
4<  which  you  accofted  him  through  your  whole 
cc  book,  when  compared  with  the  unceremonious, 
“  pc/f,  and  fneering  dialeft  which  difgraces  his 
cc  performance,  muft  exhibit  a  contraft  very 
6C  much  to  Mr.  M5s  difadvantage,  in  the  eye  of 
66  every  man  of  candor  and  good  breeding.  In- 
cc  deed.  Sir,  I  feared,  upon  the  firft  perufal  of 
cc  your  book,  that  you  had  rather  exceeded  in 
cc  the  declarations  of  your  friendfhip  and  refpe<5t 
(i  for  this  reverend  Poiygamift;  and  the  event 
<c  hath  at  leaft  proved,  that  Mr.  M.  was  unpre- 
“  pared  for  fuel  an  addrefs.  His  refiedlions,  in 
*cc  fome  parts,  are  grofsly  perfona /,  both  when  he 
fpeaks  in  plain  Englifh,  and  when  he  wraps 
cc  up  the  obnoxious  fentiment  in  learned  feraps, 
“  ( patches ,  Horace  would  call  them)  of  Latin. 
tc  Some  of  his  notes  are  puerile  and  nugatory  to 
“  the  laft  degree,  and  carry  with  them  fuch  an 
cc  appearance  of  confummate  pedantry,  as  muft 
66  difguft  every  reader  of  true  literary  tafte. 
C6  And  I  muft  declare,  that  his  letter  through- 
“  out  is  void  of  that  liberality,  to  which  he 

*E  “  fee  ms 
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0  * 

4,4  feerns  to  lay  fo  much  claim.  As  for  his  cri- 
**  ticifrns,  upon  fome  parts  of  your  book,  the 
44  fc.hool  boy,  qui  mo  part  am  edit  ajje  Minervam , 
44  ought  to  be  afhamed  of  them.  And  as  for 

o  „  .  . 

44  his  mode  of  handling  your  arguments^  it  is 
44  executed  with  fuch  a  cautious  hand,  as  if  the 
44  wary  eafuift  feared  they  would  burn  his  fingers. 
44  But,  it  feerns.  Sir,  your  44  learned  friend,”  not 
44  content  with  the  elaborate'  ftriftures  he  has 
44  already  made  upon  your  piece,  intends  fome- 
44  thing  ft  ill  more  formidable  and  fevere  againft 
44  you,  in  the  light  of  a  philologift*  I  am  forry 
44  to  fay,  this  intimation  carries  with  it  fomething 
44  extremely  unamiable.  Mr,  M.  affedts  philo- 
44  logical  knowledge-,  but  he  defeends  1c*  low 
44  fome  times,  that  his  critiques  are  only  worthy 
44  of  the 

“  Tribes  of  word-catchers  that  live  on  fyllablesT 

44  However,  he  ftiould  ceafe  his  triumphing  as  a 
44  philolpgift,  till  he  has  anfwered  the  Monthly 
44  Reviewers.  For,  in  the  opinion  of  many,  equal 
44  in  clafiical  knowledge  to  Mr.  M.  thefe  able 
44  cafuifls  have  refuted  every  argument  which  he 
44  hath  founded  upon  biblical  criticifm ;  and 
44  they  have  challenged  him  to  a  fair  combat. 
44  He  may  affett  to  treat  their  ftriflures  with 
44  fovereign  contempt :  but  under  that  lies  con- 
44  cealed  a  dread  to  take  up  the  gauntlet  -,  of 
44  which  they  feem  fo  juftly  convinced,  that  they 
44  declare  publicly  they  44  look  upon  him  as 
44  yielding  them  the  palm,” 

44  I  remain,  dear  Sir, 

44  Your  mod  obliged  friend, 

44  And  obedient  fervant.” 

May  23,  1781.  *  * 
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